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the Bank of the United States. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania yesterday, and the gentleman 
from Alabama to-day, spoke of the services of 
these deposite banks as if it proved that the system, 


as a system, would be practicable and useful. | (Mr. L.) had not been so sanguine as to the prac- | 


ticability of restoring it so suddenly as the honor- || 


He would not enter into an argument on that sub- 
ject, but he desired to state it as his conviction 


that this experiment of receiving and disbursing | 


the revenues and carrying on the exchanges of the 
country, wa® an experiment, which, so far from 
being practicable, has not yet even been put to 
the trial, nor could it be tried for some time to 
come. } 
two years to come, which will preclude such a 
trial. That state of things is, the Bank of the 
United States has in circulation some twenty mil- 
lions, which is now used as the medium of remit- 
tance from place to place, which these deposite 
banks all use, and which is valuable to every man, 
everywhere, and to every bank wishing to make 
remittances. And that very facility which the 
Government now enjoys in transacting its busi- 
ness, is through the medium of the bills of the 
Bank of the United States. Does any member of 


Congress choose to carry with him the bills of this | 


District beyond the Alleghany mountains? All 
make their transmissions by bills of the United 
States Bank. The trial, therefore, has not come, 


aud will not come, till this paper of the Bank of | 


the United States is withdrawn from circulation. 
Then will come the experiment. Some gentlemen 


think that then will come the golden age—an || 


event which he thought was all ideal and fanciful. 
If a bank here is called on to make remittances to 
Pittsburg—a case which he suggested merely for 
illustration—it does it by procuring the bills of the 
United States Bank. So that those bills do form 
the medium of exchange as much now as they 
have done during any period for twenty years 
past. If this system of the Government is to go 
on, by the use of the deposite banks, he was far 
from desiring to put on them anything onerous. 
He knew this was difficult to avoid, consistent 
with that which ought to be done, to wit: to put 
them under the regulation of law. We all know 
that the security spoken of in the wealth of rich 
proprietors of the stock is wholly imaginary and 
unsubstantial, and therefore something more ought 
to be required. But there are some circumstances 
which had met his attention, and which ought to 
awaken thecountry. Within a week past attempts 
have been made to pay off warrants of the Treas- 
ury, not in specie, but in drafts payable on their 
face in current bilis. Heavy drafts on the Treas- 
ury have been presented to one of the deposite 
banks, payable in this way; and yet this is the 
specie system to which we are hastening. He 
made this statement not with reference to one 
only, but to several of these banks; and he was 
saying nothing on conjecture. Now, this he 
wished to prevent. He wished all drafts to be 
payable in cash, and that the holders should not 
be turned off and paid in current bills. 

Mr. W. then submitted an amendment, requiring 
all drafts or warrants to be paid in gold or silver, 
if wished by the holder; and that they shall not be 

-expressed to be receivable in current bills. 

Mr. BENTON said that the fact stated by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts he apprehended 
to be as he had represented it; and he took the 
occasion to express his highest indignation at it; 
and he was willing to go as far, or farther than 
any other gentleman, to prevent it. When Mr. 
Gallatin, in 1811, made arrangements for payment 


of all Treasury warrants, he expressly required || 


them to be paid in gold or silver. This arrange- 
ment was what he expected at this time; and he 
would not only concur in the amendment, but he 
would go further, and concur in an inquiry why 

any relaxation from what he 
year would have been ihe system 


there had been 
thought last 
adopted, 


Mr. LEIGH said, that no one who knew the 


pinions of the honorable gentleman 
Url on this subject would feel sur- 
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views and o 
from Miseo 


| | 


A state of things will be in existence for || 


|| prised at the expression of his indignation and 

regret at such a departure from the principles he 
has advocated. All believe that the gentleman 
wishes to restore a hard-money currency; but he 


able gentleman thought it could be done. He 
| 

| thought it practicable to restore a hard-money 
| currency by the action of this Government, if the 


|| and when there was such an increase in banking 

capital in so many of the States? In order to 
restore such a currency, he thought it indispens- 
|, able that the State banking system should be 
|| diminished. In Virginia, where there is as much 
| hostility to the Bank of the United States, and 
| where the banking system generally is as unpop- 





ular as it is in any State of the Union, an effort || 


has recently been made to supply the void, to be 
| occasioned by the withdrawal of the United States 
Bank bills, though he was glad to say it had not 
been adopted. 
/on earth which could prevent this paper system, 
if the State banking system continued to prevail. 
He voted last year for the bill reducing the stand- 


excessive issues of paper; for if you havea twenty 


| gold, whether the standard had been 1 in 16, or 1] 
| in 32. The truth was, that paper being the cheaper 
currency, would always expel the dearercurrency, 
'do what you will. 

Mr. BENTON said that, with regard to the 
| inquiry which bad been made of him by the hon- 
| orable gentleman from Virginia, it addressed itself 
to a subject upon which he could not be supposed 
to have been indifferent. 


and he had looked at the difficulty suggested, as 
|| the gentleman did. He looked to the ccéperation 


|| the attainment of the great object, but not as the 
_only means. He looked tothe action of the State 
|| governments as the most ready means of checking 


| would cast his eye over the United States, and 


| ments had not been made against the paper system; 
| and (Mr. B. said) in his State there was not now 
|a single bank; the Legislature of the State had 


said, if one were chartered, he would use his veto 
power upon it. So wholesome a state of things 
in the public mind would tend to get rid of the 
paper system. But this was not the only mode 
_ getting a metallic currency for common pur- 
| poses. There was one measure, to restore a specie 


| go back to the Congressof 1789, when the revenues 
| of the Government were required to be collected 
|in gold and silver. He placed great reliance on 
| the action of the States and upon returning to the 
| system of 1789. But there was another remedy 
_in the hands of Congress, which could and would 
| be effectual. As to the cheap currency, it was 
cheap to those who issued it, but dear to those 
who ysed it. 

Mr. LEIGH said he used the expression in 
|thatsense. Hetook it to be anaxiom in political 
| economy that the two currencies could not exist 
together, because the one was cheap and the other 
| dear, and therefore the one would necessarily expel 
| theother. The gentleman from Missouri depends 
| upon the action and wisdom of the States tocorrect 
| the evil; but he does not depend upon the action 
| of any one State to effect it. If there were no 
| banks in Missouri now, Mr. L. ventured to say 
that, if her neighbors, Illinois, Indiana, and Ken- 
| tucky, did not restrain and regulate their paper 
| system, she would be driven to establish her own 
| banks in self-defence. He winhed to impress it 











begged leave to ask the gentleman, whether he | 


States persisted in their present banking system, || 


He believed there was no power || 


'ard of gold, but not in reference to its preventing | 


dollar bill, you would have a right to claim gold | 
for it to the amount of the nominal value of the | 


For some years he had | 
| turned his attention to the subject of currency, | 


| of the State governments as highly necessary to | 


this most inordinate paper system. But, if aman | 


| look at the great advances which had been made | 
in public sentiment, in this particular, he would | 
| see that there was hardly a State in which move- | 


| lately refused to charter one, and the Governor | 


|| currency, for the origin of which he would have to | 


| on those who heard him, and if possible, on the 
| whole nation, that there must bea combined effort 
of all the State governments to produce a restora- 
| tion to a hard money system. 
Mr. TALLMADGE remarked with respect to 
the amendment that, if the holder of a warrant 
| requires his money in gold or silver, he has a 
| right to it, and therefore there is no necessity for 
ae a formal enactment of what is now the 
| law. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. WEBSTER said that it was necessary for 
| the safety of the public funds that the deposite 
| banks should have a sufficient specie basis in their 
| operations. He therefore offered an amendment 
requiring that the deposite banks shall alwaya 
| have on hand an aggregate amount of specie, and 
| of specie-paying bank notes, equal to 
of their liabilities. 

Mr. W. suggested to fill the blank with one-fifth. 
| Mr. BEN'TON preferred a fourth, which Mr. 
WEBSTER accepted. 

Mr. SHEPLEY opposed the amendment, as 
| being one which would entirely defeat the objects 

of the bill, because he believed no bank would be 
| willing to put itself under such an obligation. 
After some further remarks from Mr. EWING 
and Mr. SHEPLEY, ° 

Mr. CLAYTON rose and stated that a commit- 
tee had just come in who had been investigating 
a very interesting subject, and they desired to 
report. 

At the suggestion of Mr. CALHOUN, the pro- 
ceedings upon the bill were suspended. 


ASSAULT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. SMITH, from the select committee ap- 
pointed upon the letter of the Hon. Georce Poin- 
DEXTER, rose and stated that he was instructed to 
say that the committee had closed its examina- 
tions—that the testimony taken was voluminous, 
and the committee had not had time to prepare a 
detailed report; but they had come to the conclu- 
sion, unanimously, that there was not a shade of 

suspicion upon the character of Mr. Poinpexter, 
| of his having any participation in the matter to 
which their investigations had been directed. 


THE PUBLIC DEPOSITES—AGAIN. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 

the deposite bill,when Messrs. W EBSTER, CAL- 

| HOUN, BUCHANAN, CLAYTON, SHEP- 

| LEY, KNIGHT, and PRESTON, made some 
|| remarks upon the amendment; when 

Mr. BUCHANAN asked the yeas and nays 
upon its adoption; which were ordered, and are 
as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Clayton, Ewing, Goldsborough, Hendricke, 
‘|| McKean, Poindexter, Porter, Robbins, Smith, 
|| Southard, Tipton, Tomlinson, White—17. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Black, Buchanan, Cuthbert, 
| Frelinghuysen, Hill, Kane, Kent, King of Ala- 
: Knight, Leigh, Linn, Prentiss, Preston, 
| 
| 
| 
} 

il 





Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Wag- 
gaman, Webster—19. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

A motion to insert one-fifth was agreed to. 

Mr. WEBSTER having remarked that it was 
the design of the bill to require the specie and 
specie-paying notes of other banks to be in the 
vaults of the deposite banks, at the time of making 
the quarterly returns, 

Mr. TALLMADGE offered an amendment, 
to express such requisition upon the face of the 
bill. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. TALLMADGE offered an amendment au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to choose 
additional deposite banks at placss where there 
are already banks so employed, when, in his 
opinion, it may be necessary. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The bill was then repo to the Senate, and 
all the amendments were concurred in except that 
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requiring each bank to have a basis of one-fifth 
specie and notes of specie-paying banks to meet 
its liabilities. 


| between Messrs. CUTHBERT, PRESTON, and | submit, should be printed, and the consideration 
| CALHOUN, when the question was taken, and | 


Upon this question Mr. SHEPLEY demanded 


the yeas and nays; which were ordered; and the 
amendment was agreed to by the following vote: 


YEAS—Mesers. Benton, Bibb, Biack, Buch- | 


annn, Calhoun, Clayton, Cuthbert, Ewing, Golds- 
borough, Hendricks, King of Alabama, Knight, 
Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Poindexter, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Robinson, 
Southard, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webater, 
W hite—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Hill, Ruggles, Shepley, Tall- 
madge, Tipton, Wright—6. 

The question then being on the engrossment of 


the bill, Mr. CALHOUN asked the yeas and || 


nays; which were ordered. 
ir. BUCHANAN said he intended to vote 


againet the engrossment of this bill; and that there | 


might be misconstruction of his reasons for this 


determination, he would state distinctly the sole | 


cause why he could not give it his support. 


The bill, in his opinion, had been greatly im- | 
proved by the amendments which had been adopt- | 


ed. He was opposed to investing the Treasury | 
Department with a discretion in regard to the || 
i 


deposite banks whic 
sary. 
distinctly defined by law. This weowed notonly 
to the department itself, but to the country. The 
amendments had, in several important particu- 


was not absolutely neces- 


Their duties should be as far as possible | 


lars, accomplished this purpose—they had, in a | 


great degree, supplied the defects in the original 
bil. ® 

Why, then, it might be asked, should he vote 
against it? Hisanswer wassimply because it re- 
quired these banks to pay two per cent. interest on 
the deposites. Now, it might be, and probably 
was true, that the banks in the middle and east- 
ern States would beable to bear thisburthen. But 
what was the casein thesouthwestern States? In 


that portion of the Union, the Government received | 
large sums of money which must be deposited in | 


their local banks. 


There was a constant drain | 


upon these banks to supply the funds necessary | 


to be expended by the Government in the middle 


and eastern cities. This caused therate ofexchange | 


to be always against New Orleans, and that por- 
tion of the Union. Under this bill it was made 


the duty of the deposite banks to transfer the funds | 


| vote: 


‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the bill ordered to be engroesed, by the following 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Calhoun, Cuth- | 
bert, Ewing, Goldsborough, King of Georgia, 
Knight, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, Poindexter, Por- 
ter, Prentiss, Preston, Robinson, Southard, Tom- | 
linson, Webster, and White—20. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Buchanan, Hen- 


On motion of Mr. PORTER, 
The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 26, 1835. 


On motion ef Mr. BEARDSLEY, the bill from || 


the Senate in amendment of the acts for the pun--| 
ishment of offences against the United States, was | 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. POPE moved to take up the bill in rela- | 
tion to the Louisville and Portiand canal; which 
was disagreed to. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


A bill making appropriations for the Delaware | 
breakwater, for certain. harbors, and removing | 
obstructions in and at the mouths of certain rivers, 
for the year 1835, was taken up. 

Mr. McK AY moved to amend the bill so as to | 
prevent any extra allowance or compensation to | 
any officer of the army on account of services 
performed under the provisions of the bill; which | 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BARBER moved to amend the bill by in- 
serting an appropriation of $25,000 for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the river Thames, | 
in the State of Connecticut; and demanded the 
yeas and nays on his motion; which were ordered, 
and were—yeas 63, nays 115. 

So the amendment was rejected. . 4 
Mr. HAWES moved to amend the bill by 
inserting $20,000, for the improvement of the | 
navigation of Green river, in the State of Ken- 
_tucky; which was negatived. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL moved to insert in the bill | 
the sum of $25,000, for the purpose of deepening | 


|, the channel at the mouth of Connecticut river. 


of the Government to any point where it became | 


necessary toexpend them. This duty they ought 
to perform. Mr. B. felt confident, however, both 
from the nature of the business and the informa- 
tion he had received from gentlemen of the South 
and the West, that their banks would not be able 
to bear the charge of transferring these funds, and 


also pay interest upon the deposites at the rate of | 


two per cent. 


of the Union, get sound and solvent banks to accept 
the deposites upon the terms prescribed by this 
bill. ‘The Treasury Department would thus be 
embarrassed in its operations, and heavy eventful 
losses might be sustained by the United States. 
Surely, (said Mr. B.,) if two per cent. interest on 
the deposites be enough to demand from the banks 


at New York or Boston, it is too much to exact || 


from those at New Orleans. There is no equality, 


there is no justice in subjecting them to the same || 
class of banks rust be || 


charge. hilst the on 
constantly transmitting funds, the other are con- 
stantly receiving them. 


bill. 
Mr. PRESTON said he would vote for the 
bill; but he did so with great reluctance, because 


it was in some sort a justification of the measures | 
of the Executive, in placing the public money | 


where it now was, when he believed that act to 
be wholly illegal and unconstitutional. He voted 
for it therefore under a kind of duress. 

Mr. TALLMADGE said he would vote against 
the bill, not because he was under duress—for he 
believed the acts of the Executive alluded to by 
the honorable gentleman were perfectly legal and 
constitutional—but he voted against it because 
there was provisions in the bill of so extraordinary 
a character, without consuming time by going into 
detail, that he could not vote for it. 


The inevitable consequence would | 
be that the Government could not, in that portion | 


For this reason, and this | 
alone, he should be compelled to vote againt the 


This amendment was supported by Messrs. 
TRUMBULL, JACKSON of Connecticut, MER- 


CER, and BURGES, and opposed by Messrs. | 


| PIERCE of Rhode Island, andSPEIGHT, when | 
Mr. MILLER moved the previous question; 
which was seconded—ayes 91, noes 69. 
Mr. H. EVERETT demanded the yeas and | 
nays on the previous question; which were 


ordered. } 








_ February 26, 


of the whole postponed till to-morrow. Mr. ¢ 
would only observe, that he was authorized b 2 
| Majority of the Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
_ submit certain resolutions, 

They were read as follows: 

Resolved, That it would be incompatible with 
the rights and honor of the United States further 


|| to negotiate in relation to the treaty entered into 
|| 7 France on the 4th of July, 1831, and that this 
dricks, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, Morris, || Ho 

Ruggles, ees Tallmadge, and Tipton—12. 


use will insist upon its execution as ratified by 
both Governments. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign A ffairg 
be discharged from the further consideration of go 
| much of the President’s message as relates to com- 
mercial restrictions, or to reprisals on the com- 
merce of France. 

Resolved, That preparation ought to be made to 
meet any emergency growing out of our relations 
| with France. 
| Mr. E. EVERETT wished to amend the 


|, motion by moving to refer the message and docu- 


| ments to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. He 
understood the gentleman from New York to say 
| that the resolutions moved by him were sanctioned 
| by a majority of the committee. Mr. E. would 


| remark that they had not been considered incom- 


mittee. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the gentleman 
| would withdraw his motion, and permit the sub- 
ject to lie over till to-morrow. 

Mr. E. EVERETT said he had an object in 
making his motion, which he would state when it 
| became necessary. 
| Mr. J.Q. ADAMS hoped the message would 
| be disposed of, as he wished to offer an amend- 
| ment to the resolutions of the gentleman from New 
York, which he then sent to the Chair, and they 
| were read by the Clerk, as follows: 

1. Resolved, That the rights of the citizens of 
the United States to the indemnity from the 
French Government, stipulated by the treaty of 
the 4th of July, 1831, ought in no event to be 
sacrificed, abandoned, or impaired, by any consent 
or acquiescence of the Government of the United 


| States. 





2. That if the President of the United States 
_ should, during the interval before the next session 
| of Congress, deem it not incompatible with the 
| honor and interest of the United States to resume 
| the negotiations with the French Government, he 
| be requested so to do. 

3. That no legislative measure of a character or 
tendency hostile towards the French nation, is 
| necessary or expedient at this time. 


| Mr CAMBRELENG then moved to postpone 


| the whole subject till to-morrow. 
The CHAIR observed that the question must 
| first be taken on the motion to dispose of and print 


Mr. EVANS moved to ae the bill on the table, | the message. 


and demanded the yeas and nays on his motion; 
which were ordered, and were—yeas 81, nays 135. 
| So the House refused to lay the bill on the 
table. 
The question, ‘* Shall the main question be now 
| put?’ was ihen taken and decided in the affirma- 
tive-—yeas 109, nays 104. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA—AFFAIRS WITH 
FRANCE. 


day, being the bills reported by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG —a the propriety 
of first taking up a message from the President of 
the United States. 

After some conversation between various mem- 
bers, by general consent, the special order was 

ostponed for an hour. 

The SPEAKER then laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the United 
States: 

(The message and accompanying documents 


will be found in this day’s Senate proceedings— | 


see page 292. } 
As soon as the message and accompanying des- 
patches had been read— 
Mr. CAMBRELENG eaaid, in eapen of the 
pledge he before gave, he would merely move 
that the communication from the President of the 
|| United States, together with the accompanying 


A discursive debate of some length then ensued ' despatches, and the resolutions he intended to '' morning the committee might report these resolu- 


Mr. E. EVERETT had no desire to delay.the 
| motion of the gentleman from New York; but as 
| that gentleman had submitted three resolutions, 
| in concurrence, as he stated, with the opinions of 
| the majority—though the gentleman would admit 
| they had not been acted on in committee—Mr. E. 
‘| only asked permission for himself and two other 
|| members of the committee, composing the minor- 
|| ity, to have printed (he would not take up so 
‘| much time as to ask the reading) their views on 


Mr. CHINN called for the special order of the || the subject. 


|| This motion, requiring unanimous consent, and 
|| objection being made, 
r. CAMBRELENG expressed a hope that 
|| the motion to print would prevail. 
| Mr. ARCHER remarked that it appeared to 
|| him the present mode of proceeding was extremely 
| irregular. Certain members of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs had presented resolutions which 
'| they would have the House act upon; while in 
| the next breath they tell us that that committee 
|| have not had the subject under investigation. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG explained. The gentle- 
|| man from Vermont was laboring under a misap- 
| prehension. The resolutions had been under con- 
|| sideration in the committee for a week past. 
|| Mr. ARCHER resumed. The course was alto- 
|| gether irregular. He would suggest to both the 
‘| honorable members that it would be better to move 
1 the reference of the President’s message to the 
|| Committee on Foreign Affairs, and to-morrow 
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1835. ; 
— os = = 3 
i obably with some modifications, when the | 
House would he prepared to act upon the matter. | 
Surely a subject of this dignity and importance | 
demanded that the most ordinary forms of the | 
House should not be dispensed with. No delay | 
could possibly arise from the mode suggested by 
Mr. A. The committee would doubtless meet in 
the morning, and, aided by the communication | 
‘ust read, they might mature a report, which the | 
{ouse could consideratonce. That wasthe only | 
correct and proper mode, while the other was 
altogether unusual. | 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said he made the motion 
he did, inasmuch as there were only a few days 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 











Mr. P. said he had never seen the resolutions | Committee on Foreign Affairs was then agreed to 
or report of the gentleman from Massachusetts, | without a division. 
(Mr. Evererr,] and he was therefore in the pre- | DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


dicament of not having given his sanction to the 
6S The House then, at a quarter before three 


resolutions either of the majority or of the mi- || 

nority. He was, however, prepared to consider | sg easenepnnapneenas _ — day. 

ee ae on ae cae ee | in the District of Columbia was first babies Sion 
come u — , , ‘ 

po ae Tr eee | Various verbal amendments were concurred in, 


ment of the House. i 
Mr. LETCHER euggested to the gentleman —— bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


from New York, (Mr. CamBreena,] to withdraw | ; : 

the resolutions, and to move to refer the message || The bill to extend the charter of the Fire Ineu- 
and accompanying documents to the Committee | tance Company of Alexandria was next taken up 
on Foreign Affairs, and to-morrow the gentleman || and disposed of in a similar manner. 





of the session remaining, and little time left for | 


discussion. In justice to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs he must say that they had the subject | 


under consideration ever since the beginning of | 
the session, and it was not until that day that | 
they had come to a conclusion to report, having 
waited till the latest moment for information from | 
the Foreign Department. He hoped the House | 
would print both the resolutions of himself and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams.] 
Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS consented to the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Arcurr,) 


and asked leave of the House to refer his own | 
resolutions also, with the other papers, to the | 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. COULTER agreed that the course recom- | 


mended by the gentleman from Virginia was the 
ordinary and parliamentary one, and was the best 
mode of disposing of the subject. He saw neither 


olutions of the chairman of the committee, [Mr. 
CAMBRELENG, } because the subject must be sent to 
the committee for deliberation, who must return a 
report to the House, and it was impossible to say 
what their report would be; that is, impossible 
according to the usual course of parliamentary pro- 
ceedings, for it was not unlikely that the same 
resolutions would be agreed upon. 

Mr. C. thought it somewhat anomalous and 
contradictory to print resolutions, and then refer 
the subject upon which the resolutions should be 
predicated to the committee; for it might be, that 
they would report differently. He thought, there- 
fore, that all the papers should be sent to the com- 


ee 


ae 


mittee, and there was no question they would || 


report to-morrow morning at farthest. 

One word in relation to the course these matters 
had already taken in that committee. ‘There was 
no disposition in any of the members of that com- 
mittee to find fault, and they had hitherto pro- 
ceeded in harmony together; but it became neces- 
sary to explain, that the course taken by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Everett,] was 


was true, that three days ago, a majority of the 
committee had agreed upon certain resolutions, 
and had instructed their chairman to report them. 
The minority, who entertained somewhat differ- 
ent views, had also agreed upon a report; and al- 
though there was no substantial difference between 
them, yet it was decided by the minority to pre- 
sent their views in adifferent form, and somewhat 


ing of the committee; bat the chairman had col- 
lected the opinions of the majority, by calling upon 
them individually. This left the minority no other 
way of getting their opinions before the country, 


chusetts, (Mr. Everert.] 

Mr. PATTON rose (he said) for the purpose 
| of making an inquiry, which had been substan- 
: tially answered by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
| } vania, (Mr. Coutrer.}] Mr. P. was not present in 
: / the committee when the resolutions were agreed 
3 / upon, and he wished to know if they were similar 
to those then offered by the gentleman from New 
York. He understood from the gentleman who 


the necessity nor the propriety of printing the res- || 


in fact, the only course left, or permitted tohim. It || 


different aspect. There had been no recent meet- | 


than that adopted by the gentleman from Massa- |. 


Mr. ARCHER thought that the best course. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG would accept the sugges- 
tion with pleasure. it was due to himself to state 


that he submitted these resolutions yesterday to || 


every member of the committee, though the de- 


long ago. 
of the committee was aware of his intention to 
submit them to-day. 

It was also due to himself, (Mr. C. said,) tostate 


that he had never seen or heard of any report | 


from the minority of the committee, or of any 


_ offered them just now. 
Mr. C. then withdrew the proposition to print 





| Message and accompanying papers to the Com- 
|, mittee on Foreign Affairs, and thatthey be printed. 
| 


tion to the last motion, but would ask that if the 
gentleman's resolutions were received as the report 
of the majority, that he (Mr. E.) might then be 
permitted to submit a report on behalf of the mi- 
nority. In regard tothe remark of the gentleman 





E. said, if the gentleman would charge his recol- 
lection more strictly, he would find that he had 
been made aware of the existence of these papers, 
for the gentleman himself suggested to Mr. E. to 
defer their presentation so as to submit them in 
conjunction with his own report. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said it was so long ago 
that he had forgotten the circumstance. 

Mr. ARCHER raised a question of order. No 
| report had been made, and it could not be debated 
without the special leave of the House. 

Mr. McKINLEY hoped the question of print- 
ing would be withdrawn, since he was assured 
| that the publication of these documents would be 

productive of much mischief, and he hoped they 
| would be referred without being ordered to be 
printed. He moved a division of the question. 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS then withdrew his resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND thought, perhaps, it 
would be as well for the House to postpone print- 
| ing the correspondence till the report from the 

Committee on Foreign Affairs had been made, 
| which would be to-morrow, so that the corre- 
| spondence and the report of the committee might 
| go out together. . 

Mr. CAMBRELENG observing that the mo- 
tion to print could be made to-morrow morning, 
and as a disposition had been manifested that the 

_motion should be withdrawn, he would accord- 
| ingly withdraw it. 

Mr. WATMOUGH thereupon renewed the 

/ motion. 
| Mr. WILDE informed the House that thesame 
papers had been ordered to be printed by the other 

House. 
| Mr. 8. JONES and Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS hoped 

the gentleman from Alabanfa would withdraw his 
| objection to print. 

r. LYTLE said he believed all the mischief 
] had already been done that possibly could be done 


| 





might offer his resolutions. 1} 


cision was substantially made by the committee | 
He believed also that every member | 


resolution from that minority, till the gentleman | 
the resolutions, and moved to refer the President’s || 


Mr. E. EVERETT would interpose no objec- || 


that he had never heard of any euch thing, Mr. | 


he bill regulating the toll on the Eastern 
|| Branch bridge; 

| The bill to extend the charter of the Potomac 
|| Fire Insurance Company; 

| _ The bill to incorporate the Georgetown Savings 
|| Company; and 

|| The bill for the benefit of Georgetown and 
Alexandria, were severally laid on the table. 

The House then went into Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union (Mr. Mann, of 
| New York, in the chair) on the bill relating to the 
| orphans’ court in the District of Columbia; which 


| was considered and reported to the House without 
amendment, 
The committee then rose, and the bill was or- 
| dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
Mr. CHINN then moved that the House go 
| into Committee of the Whole on the other biiis 
|| relating to the District of Columbia. 
Mr. THOMAS said the charters of the banks 
| which it is proposed to extend would not expire 
|| until March, 1836. He did not, therefore, see the 
|| necessity of acting on these bills at this session. 
| Three months of the next session of Congress 
| would expire before the expiration of the charters, 
_and the House could then take up, consider, and 
| dispose of the grave questions involved in the re- 
|| charter of the banks of this District. The stock- 
| holders of all these banks enjoyed unreasonable 
| privileges; he wished to cna them; but this is 
|| not the time to enter into this consideration, when 
|| we are on the eve of an adjournment. ‘To all the 
|| bank bills he was, therefore, opposed at this time, 
|| and had moved to strike them from the motion of 
|| the gentleman from Virginia, To the recharter of 
| some of the banks he had a particular dislike. 
|, They had failed during the last session of Con- 
|| gress, under circumstances well calculated to add 
|| to the terrible excitement which was then created. 
|| Before we can consider the propriety of recharter- 
\| ing this lastclass of banks, surely the House owes 
|| it to the country to inquire into the causes of these 
| failures. If they failed with good cause they are 
|| still embarrassed, and we should net cheat the 
|| public by doing any act calculated to give credit 
|| to these institutions. If they failed without goo:! 
|| cause, they were solvent at the time of failure— 
|| then they aided shamefully to increase that dis- 
|| graceful panic which had so seriously afflicted the 
|| whole country. Before we recharter, let. us ex- 
amine; let the next Congress appoint a committee 
|| to make a searching inquiry into the conduct and 
] condition of these institutions, and if found to be 
'| worthy, then, and not till then, let a charter be 
| granted on such terms and conditions as the pub- 
|| lic interest will justify. 
|| On this question a short discussion ensued be- 
|| tween Messrs. THOMAS, CHINN, VANDER- 
|| POEL, BEARDSLEY, and McKENNAN. 
|| ‘The question was finally taken by yeas and 
|| nays, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 102, 
‘| nays 66. 
| The House then went into Committge of the 
|| Whole (Mr. Pierce, of New Hampshire, in the 
chair) on the remaining bills. 
|| The bill to extend the jurisdiction cf certain 
|| courts in the county of Washington was consid- 








last addressed the House that they were. After || by publication, by the very reading of those doc- || ered, and, after some verbal amendments, it was 


what had transpired Mr. P. deemed it proper to 
say for himself that the resolutions presented by 
the gentleman from New York, and which he 


sented by him individually as a member of the 
committee, although they had received the con- 


ee = aS a, = 


(Mr. P.) had supposed were intended to be pre- | 


currence of the majority, were very politely shown | 
by the gentleman to him, for his consideration, 
“om he might be prepared when the subject came 


uments with open doors, in the hearing of the 

reporters, and of the immense concourse then 
assembled in the galleries of the House. 

Mr. McKINLEY said, inasmuch as the papers 

| had been ordered to be printed by the other House, 

he would withdraw his motion to divide the ques- 


tion. 
| Mr. BURGES said a few words in favor of the 
| motion to print. 
' ‘The motion to print and refer the papers to the 





|| laid aside; and 
|| The bill to incorporate the Alexandria Savings 
Company was taken up. 

| Mr. GILLET moved to strike out the enacting 
| clause. 

| ‘The reading of the bill being called for, it was 
| read by the Clerk. 

| Mr. VANDERPOEL explained the nature of 

| the proposed institution. 
| Mr. GILLET thought that it would possess all 
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It was decidedly such an institution as the people 
of this country have, with a loud voice, con- 
demned, and it was the duty of Congress tocarry 
out the views of the people. 

Mr. CHINN denied that this institution partook, 
in any degree, of the character of a bank, and de- 
fended the bill. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, was apprehensive | 


that if his colleague [Mr. Vanperroe.}] would 
more closely examine this bill, he would discover 
that it was essentially a savings bank; but he was 
unwilling to deprive the city of Alexandria of the 
benefits of our legislation; he hoped his other col- 
league (Mr. Gittet}] would withdraw his oppo- 
sition, and suffer the bill to pass, after some slight 
amendment, 

Mr. VANDERPOEL replied. He said if the 
motion to strike out the enacting clause should not 
prevail, it was his intention to offeran amendment 
to the bill,to meet the scruples of his colleague, 
[Mr. Mann.] . 

Mr. HUBBARD expressed his utter surprise at 
the evidence of the slightest opposition to this bill. 
Such institutions had been of immense benefit to 


the country, in enabling the poor to lay up their | 


scanty earnings. This he had witnessed in his 
own neighborhood, and he hoped the motion would 
not prevail. 

Mr. FELDER referred to instances in which 
the managers of such establishments had been 
guilty of the grossest abuses. He expressed him- 
self oppose to the whole class of these institu- 


tions. They were too often bottomed in fraud 


and swindling. 
Mr. FILLMORE proposed an amendment to 


the third section, providing that no notes should | 


be made payable to the directors. He then pro- 


ceeded to defend the nature of the proposed incors || 


poration. He deemed it emphatically the poor | 
man’s bank, in opposition to the rich man’s mo- 
nopoly. 


Mr. POLK spoke against the passage of the 
bill. He saw nothing in its nature to prevent the 
investment of the funds of capitalists for purposes 
of speculation. Neither did he see any injury that 
a result to the community by its postpone- 
ment to another session. 

Mr. PARKER went into an examination of 
those institutes. He was opposed to the bill, and 
thought the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Frtumone] would not remedy it. 

The amendment of Mr. Firtmore was then 


agreed to; and Mr. F. then submitted another, | 


relating to the amount of loans and deposites to be 


made by the company to, and by a single individ- | 


ual, limiting the same to five hundred dollars. 
Mr. HARPER spoke in general terms in favor 
of saving institutions; but he believed the amend- 


ment proposed was not, he feared, sufficient to 


secure this one from abuse. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said a few words 
in explanation of the features of the bill. 

Mr. GILLET again addressed the House in 


opposition to the bill, and in favor of his motion | 


to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. FILLMORE then withdrew his amend- 
ment, in order to avoid further discussion. 

Mr. PLUMMER aaid he never had voted for 


a bank charter; but if he ever should do so, it , 


would not be for one in disguise, as he deemed 

this to be. It was clothed with banking powers, 

and was, in every point of view, a monopoly. 
Mr. CHINN owed it to the applicants to de- 


fend their reputation. They were unimpeachable, | 


and he believed their intention to be unexception- 


able. a 

Mr. HARPER expressed his conviction that 
the bill contained many defects. 

The motion to strike out the enacting clause 
was agreed to. 


The bill making appropriations for the Peni- | 
tentiary in the District of Columbia was read and 


laid aside. 
The bill granting an additional quantity of land 


for the satisfaction of revolutionary bounty land | 


| 
PARKER, MASON, VINTON, HUBBARD, || 


warrants was next considered 
On this a discussion ensued, in which Messrs. 


CLAY, and EVANS, took part. 
Mr. PARKER moved the committee rise. 
Mr. EVANS rose to a point of order, whether 


|) bill. 


‘| Messrs. 


February 26, 


the objectionable features of a bank—a monopoly. | the motion before the committee was to rise, and | BROWN, EWING, and CALHOUN, cea 


report the bills already acted on, with the excep- | some remarks upon this bill; when 


tion of the last. ; 
This elicited further consideration, until 
Mr. PARKER explained the nature of his mo- 


P. then continued his remarks in opposition to the 
He gave way, however, to 
Mr. FILLMORE, who renewed the motion 
that the committee rise. After a short debate the 
question was taken by tellers, when there ap- 
peared—ayes 72, noes 45. 
| There being no quorum, the committee rose, 
and the Chairman reported that fact to the House. 
A motion was then made to adjourn, on which 


question Mr. MCKENNAN demanded the yeas | 


and nays. They were not ordered. 
The question on adjournment was then taken 


by tellers, when there were declared to be—ayes | 


52, noes 89. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


The Committee of the Whole being again in |, 
session, the question recurred on rising, when || 


there appeared—ayes 80), noes 51. 
The committee then roseand reported the bills, 
with the exception of the last named. 


The amendment adopted by the committee to | 


strike out the enacting clause of the bill to incor- 
porate the Alexandria Savings Institution was 
concurred in, and the bill consequently rejected. 
| The amendment to the other bills relating to 
the District of Columbia were concurred in, and 
they were ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, February 27, 1835. 


_Mr. PRENTISS, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported, without amendment, the bills from 
the House granting pensions to Theophilus Bleek- 


_ man and Elijah Blodget. 


Mr. TOMLINSON, from the same committee, 


to which the bill granting pensions to the widow | 
| of Noah Chittenden and to Thankful Randall was | 


| referred, reported that they ought not to pass. 


tion of the same body, passed last year, instructing 


| their Senators, &c., to sustain the removal of the | 


deposites; to oppose the recharter of the United 


to be printed. 
SEATS IN THE SENATE. 


tion: 
Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed 
to examine and report into the expediency of so 
| arranging the seats in the Senate Chamber as will 
promote the convenience of members and facilitate 
the despatch of public business. 
The resolution was adopted, and, by consent, 


| the Chairappointed Messrs. Porter, Tattmapce, || 
| and Curupert. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTIONS. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. BENTON, to 
/expunge from the Journal the resolution passed 


last session, declaring ‘* that the Executive in the || 
‘late proceedings with reference to the revenue || 
‘has exercised authority and power not author- | 


‘ized by the Constitution and laws, and danger- 


order for consideratiog; when 
Mr. BENTON spokeat length in support of it. 
When Mr. B. concluded, the discussion was 


| suspended for the purpose of taking up the fol- 
bills; which were read a third time and | 


lowin 
paseed: 
RAILROAD THROUGH PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill authorizing the Leavenworth, Bloom- 
ingville, and other railroad companies, to locate 


railroads through the public lands. 
THE PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 


| State banks. 





Mr. EWING presented a joint resolution of the | 
Legislature of Ohio, rescinding the joint resolu- | 








Mr. PORTER submitted the following resolu- || 





‘ous to the liberties of the people,’’ came up in | 


Mr. BLACK asked the yeas and nays upon its 
passage; which were ordered; and the bill wag 


_ passed by the following vote: 
tion, which, to save discussion, he withdrew. Mr. || 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Calhoun, Clay. 


‘ton, Cuthbert, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsbo. 
/rough, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean 
|| Mangum, Moore, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Rob. 


bins, Robinson, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tom. 


| linson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, White—9x_ 
| NAYS 
| Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, Morris, 


—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Buchanan, 


Poindexter, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge—12. 


CONVENTION WITH FRANCE. 

Mr. CLAY, on leave given, and pursuant to 
| notice, introduced a bill to continue the commis. 
sion for carrying into effect the convention with 

France. 
| By unanimous consent the bill was read twice 
' and ordered to be engrossed. 
The bill was afterwards read the third time and 
passed. 


| CLAIMS AGAINST THE TWO SICILIES. 
| 


The bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to compromise the claims allowed by the 
| commission against the King of the two Sicilies 


| was,on motion of Mr. SILSBEE, considered as in 
|| Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be en- 


| grossed for a third reading. 

The bill was afterwards read the third time and 
| passed. 

| EXPUNGING RESOLUTIONS—AGAIN. 

| The Senate again resumed Mr. Benton’s reso- 
| lution, when 

| Mr. SOUTHARD took the floor, and spoke at 
| length in opposition to the resolution, and entered 
| intoan examination and condemnation of the right 
| of instruction. 





|| When he concluded, on motion of Mr. PRES- 


| TON, the subject was laid on the table. 
| VIRGINIA MILITARY BOUNTY LAND WAR- 
RANTS. 
The Senate then considered, as in Committee of 
| the Whole, the bill granting an additional quantity 
| of land insatisfaction of unlocated Virginia military 
| bounty land warrants. 

Mr. CLAY opposed the bill on the ground that 
| the number of acres appropriated would not be 
| sufficient for the purpose of satisfying all these 


|| claims; we did not know when we should ever 
States Bank, and to oppose the said bill; which, || 
on his motion, was laid on the table and ordered | 


stop. Thegentleman from Virginia [Mr. Tyer} 
| informed him formerly that the last appropriation 
| would be sufficient, and - we appeared to be 
| no nearer the end of this business than we were 
| then. 
| Mr. EWING said he would much rather appro- 


|| priate the sum of $687,500 instead of five hundred 


| and fifty thousand acres, and then we should know 
- we were about. He was opposed to the 
| bill. 

Mr. LEIGH made some remarks in favor of 
the bill. He said this appropriation could not 
be considered as made to Virginia, any more than 
to Ohio, Kentucky, or Tennessee, for not one 
twentieth of these claimants resided in that State. 

Mr. TYLER said if the original appropriation 
of five hundred and fifty thousand acres was just 
/and correct, a further appropriation ought to be 
| made to cover all the claims, even if it should 
amount to five millions of acres. The report made 
on the subject showed that the great mass of these 
claims were already satisfied, and he did not think 
= would be much troubled on the subject here- 

ter. 

Mr. CLAY said that the main cause of this 
great increase was in consequence of the bills 
passed giving pension and bounty lands, &c. 
Since the passage of the act of 1830, they have 
found in the attic story of the Capitol a large mass 
of revolutionary papers, out of which the greater 
| part of these claims have sprung. There seems 
| to be no end of these claims; he was willing to vote 





; 





| for the five hundred and fifty thousand acres, pro- 


_ vided it was to be the last. 
| Mr. POINDEXTER offered an amendment 
| requiring all claimants hereafter to file their claims 


The bill to regulate the public deposites in the | in the office of the Commissioner of the Land 
POINDEXTER, TYLER, BIBB, 


| Office within two years, or their claims shall be 
' barred. 
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1835. 
After some remarks by Mr. TYLER and Mr. || originated in the House, making appropriations | 
CLAY, the amendment was rejected. || for certain fortifications for the year 1835, made a | 
On motion of Mr. LEIGH, the blank was filled | report recommending a concurrence in a portion 
with six hundred and fifty thousand acres, | of the amendments, and a non-concurrence in the 
On the question, ‘* Shall the bill be engrossed | residue. The bill and amendments were com- 
and read a third time?” mitted. | 
Mr. HILL asked the yeas and nays; which, Mr. McKINLEY, from the Committee of 
being ordered, were as follows: Ways and Means, reported, without amendment, | 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, the bill from the Senate for the establishment of 
Ciay, Cuthbert, Ewing, Goldsborough, Hen- ‘| branches of the mint; which was committed. 
dricks, Kane, Kent, King of Alabama, Leigh, | 
Linn, Mangum, Moore, Poindexter, Porter, Rob- | 
bins, Robinson, eee Tomlinson, 
sler, Waggaman, an ite—26. I} nei ‘ 
THA YS—Meaere. Hill, King of Georgia, Rug- | printed. 


Mr. BINNEY, from a select committee, made | 
a report on the subject of weights and measures; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be | 


gles, Shepley, Swift, Tallmadge, ‘Tipton, and | 
Wright—8. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read | 
a third time. 


motion, under the rule, lies over one day. 


and Canals, reported two amendments to the har- 
bor bill; which were ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS. 

The following bills from the House were read | 
the first and second time, and severally referred: || Publi . 

’ ‘ “,. || Public Lands, reported a bill to authorize John 

A bill relating to the orphans’ court in the Dis || Whitzett to enter a certain tract of land; which 


trict of Columbia; | i 
A bill to extend the charter of the Fire Insur- | ee orm a. see 

: isin ’ 
— ee ay pea a in the District '| tee of the Whole was discharged from the further 
a vi P || consideration of the bill for the relief of certain 


of Columbia; . 
An act making appropriation for certain roads | Choctaw Indians. 


d surveys; 2 > 
14 bill for the relief of Sarah H. B. Stith; || maade by Messrs. CHAMBERS, F. THOMAS, 


A bill for the relief of Elizabeth J. Willson and | 8nd McINTIRE, from standing committees; which 
others; , 

A bill amendatory of an act establishing the WEST POINT ACADEMY. 
Chesapeake Canal Company; , Mr. HAWES moved to suspend the rules of 

An act for carrying into effect the convention || the House for the purpose of considering the 
between the United States and Spain; | report of the committee on the West Point Acad- 


An act making an appropriation for the support emy. His only object was to have the report 
of the penitentiary in the District of Columbia; printed. 


- 


An act authorizing the circuit court of Wash- || Mr. HAWES demanded the yeas and nays on | 


ington county, District of Columbia, to hold special | 


Consens ¥ ps || 70, nays 100. 
A bill making additional appropriation for the | &,, the House refused to suspend the rules 

Delaware breakwater, and other purposes; 
A bill making appropriations for Indian annui- RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 

ties and other similar objects for 1835; Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee on 
A bill authorizing the construction of adry-dock || Foreign Affairs, made the following report: 

for the use of the navy; : 
A bill extending the patent of Robert Eastman; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Smith, | 

deceased; and } 
A bill making provisions for survey and plans, | 

and establishing a surveyor general’s office in| 

lilinois and Indiana. 


BILLS CONSIDERED. || 

The following bills were taken up in Commit- |, 
tee of the Whole, considered, and ordered to be | 
engrossed and read a third time: 

A bill for the relief of Mary O’Sullivan; 

. billto confirm certain land claims in Missouri; | 
an 

A biil for making a road from Lime Creek to 
Chattahoochie. 


ELECTION OF PRINTER. 


Mr. PRESTON gave notice that he should to- 
morrow call up the resolution for electing a printer 
for the Senate. 


SUSPENSION OF JOINT RULE. 


Mr. BIBB offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the joint rule of the two Houses 
which declares that no bill that shall have passed 
one House shall be sent for concurrence to the 
other, on either of the last three days of the ses- 
sion, be suspended, so far as to allow bills which 
shall have passed either House before twelve 


| 
Q ae 
— - P aghin id <a mreenaeduacien ernment has placed us in a position at least em- 


| referred so much of the President’s message as 
| concerns our political relations with France, 
| 
| 


of the two Governments, submit the following 
report: 4 
At an early period of the session, the commit- 


izing reprisals, and continued from time to time to 
| discuss various motions and resolutions submitted 
by its different members; they could, however, 
concur in no proposition, and in that condition, a 
| majority deemed it —— to postpone their 
decision till further intell 





gence caused a suspension of these reports until 
an official communication should be received from 
the Executive. That communication places the 


tory evidence that the French Government earn- 
estly desires that the appropriation for indemnity 


of the treaty, and while there is reason to hope 
that the Chamber of Deputies will adopt that 





barrassing, even should it not produce an entire 
suspension of diplomatic intercourse between the 
two nations. In this new position of our rela- 
tions, it is deemed expedient to dispense with 
further discussion on the subject of non-inter- 
course with and reprisals on the commerce of 
France, to which the attention of the committee 
had been directed, and to leave thequestion of our 
political relations with that Government to the 
next Congress, whose action will no doubt be 
governed by the course which France may deem 
it expedient to pursue. We are not yet informed 


PENSION AGENCY AT GREEN POINT. 
The bill for establishing a pension agency south 
of Green river, returned from the House with an 
amendment, was laid on the table; when 
The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fruway, February 27, 1835. 
Mr. POLK, from’ the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to which had been referred the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate to the bill which 
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/) an amicable and favorable result in both cases, it 


| ted by the people of both countries, who have 


| hope remains, will not enlarge. 


Mr. WATMOUGH moved to print three thou- | 
| sand extra copies of the foregoing report; which | 


| Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads | 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on the | 


Unfavorable reports upon various petitions were | 


|| his motion: which were ordered, and were—yeas || 


|| The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was || 


and the correspondence between the Ministers | 


tee took into consideration the question of author- | 


igence should be received | 
\from France. The committee had, within the || 
| week past, twice instructed its chairman to report | 
resolutions, but the arrival of additional intelli- | 


relations between the two countries in a novel || 
and interesting position. While there is satisfac- | 


should be made in pursuance of the stipulations | 


measure and faithfully discharge the obligations | 
of France to the United States, it is, on the other | 
hand to be feared that the conduct of that Gov- | 


| what may have been the decision of the King of | Mr. J.Q.ADAMSthen asked leave to submit 





| the French as to the dismissal of our Minister, 
nor can we conjecture what may be the fate of the 
appropriation in the Chamber of Deputies. While 
the committee is unwilling to anticipate any but 

























































must be recollected that the King and the Cham- 
bers may decide adversely to the interests and 
harmony of the two nations. Such a decision 
on the part of France, however it may be regret- 


great and growing interests, commercial, and 
| political, to cherish, may lead to a result upon 
which the committee, while in doubt and while a 


he committee is therefore of opinion, that at 
such a crisis, when events may occur which can- 
not be anticipated, and which may lead to im- 
portant consequences in our external relations, it 
would not discharge its duty to the country, if it 
did not express a firm resolution to insist on the 
| full execution of the treaty of 1831, and if it did 
not recommend to the House a contingent prep- 
aration for any emergency which may grow out 
of our relations with France, previous to the next 
| meeting of Congress. It is a gratifying circum- 
stance that our means are adequate to meet any 
exigency, without recourse to loans or taxes. 
The bill now before the House authorizing the 
sale of our stock in the Bank of the United States 
would, if adopted, afford all the revenue neces- 
say. The committee is of opinion, that the whole 
| or a part of the fund to be derived from that 
source, should be appropriated for the purpose 
of arming our fortifications, and for —. other 
military and naval preparations for the defence 
of the country, in case such expenditures should 
become necessary before the next meeting of 
Congress. 
The committee therefore submit the following 
| resolutions for the consideration of the Llouse: 
Resolved, That it would be incompatible with the 
rights and houor of the United States further to 
negotiate in relation to the treaty entered into by 
| France, onthe 4th July, 1831, and that this House 
will insist upon its execution as ratified by both 
Governments. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
| be discharged from the further consideration of so 


‘| much of the President’s message as relates to 
‘| commercial restrictions or reprisals on the com- 
merce of France. 

Resolved, That contingent preparations ought 
to be made to meet any emergency growing out 
|, of our relations with France. 

Mr. E. EVERETT, on behalf of himself and 
two of his colleagues of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, asked permission of the House to sul»mit 
their views on the subject. He would only ob- 
serve, that the document was somewhat too long 
to ask for its reading at that time; and therefore 
| he should only move that the same disposition be 
made of it as of the report of the majority. The 
minority of the committee did not satesiaihe differ 
in their views from the majority, except in one or 
two points; but they thought it due to the subject 
to take a more full and argumentative view of it. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG said it was proper that he 
should remark, in addition to what he had stated 
yesterday in relation to the report of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, that he (Mr. C.) had not 
at that time the remotest idea that this document 
was the same as the one prepared by that gentle- 
| man a long time ago; and before Mr. C. had been 
‘| appointed chairman of the committee, when the 
|| two countries stood in a very different attitude 
towards each other. Before the last communica- 
tion was made, Mr. C. had even proposed that a 
|| motion should be made for printing the document, 
|| but the suggestion was not adopted by the com- 
|| mittee. In the new relations which had subse- 

uently ensued, it became necessary, Mr. C. 
thought, to present new views; and supposing the 
'| minority of the committee would do so, he stated, 
|| what he conceived to be a fair inference, that he 
|| had never seen or heard of that document. He 
|| thought proper to make this explanation, in con- 
|| sequence of what had occurred yesterday; and to 
|| reiterate that the document then submitted by the 
| gentleman from Massachusetts had never been 
'| read by one of the six members constituting the 
| majority of the committee. 
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kuow whether the popes presented by his honor- | 
able colleague concluded with any resolutions? 

Mr. E. EVERETT replied, that it did not. 
Ile merely wished, as he stated before, to give it | 
the same disposition that the House intended to 
give to the report of the majority. 


minority did not conclude with any resolution or | 
resolutions, he moved that the resolutiens which | 
he had presented yesterday should be received as | 
an amendment, or a substitute, to those of the | 
gentleman from New York. 

[The resolutions were then read, as they ap- 
peared in the proceedings of yesterday.) 

Mr. A. requested that the word ‘* measures’’ as 
printed in the National Intelligencer should be 
altered to ‘* measure.”’ 


in the intelligencer and the Globe of that morning. 
The reason was this: His resolutions, in his own 
manuscript, were,taken by the editors of the Na- 
tional Intelligencer to be printed in that paper. 
Shortly aflerwards an application was made to | 
Mr. A. ou the part of the Globe for a copy of 
them; he stated the fact, that they were in the 
possession of the editors of the Intelligencer, but 
the gentleman who applied to him from the Globe, 
having expressed a strong desire to have a copy 
of them to publish in that morning’s paper, Mr. 
A. wrote a transcript from memory, intending it, 


alterations, though making no alteration whatever 
in the sense. He thought it proper to give this 
brief explanation, because persons ata distance 
might be unable to conjecture why such variations 
should have occurred. 

Mr. A. concluded by moving that the resolu- 


tions be adopted as an amendment, or substitute, | 


for those of Mr. CamBprecenea. 

The SPEAKER remarked, that the question 
would be on the amendment offered by the other 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Evererr.] 


Mr. ARCHER rose (he said) to move that the || 
report and resolutions of the majority of the com- | 


mittee, together with the report of the minority, 
be committed to a Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and be made the order of 
the day for that day. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG requested the gentleman 


to amend his motion so as to include the printing | 


of the report and resolutions. 

Mr. ARCHER assented, and further amended 
the motion 80 as to make it the order of the day 
for to-morrow. 

The CHAIR remarked, that if the subject was 
committed to a Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union, it must take the ordinary place 


on the Calendar, and could not be brought up but 
by a vote of two-thirds of the House for a sus- 
pension of the rules. 

Mr. ARCHER then said he would confine his 
motion to make it the order of the day for “‘ to- 


”” 


day. 
Me. POLK begged to inquire of the Chair if it || 


was made the order of the day for ‘‘ to-day,” 
whether it would then have the precedence? 

The CHAIR replied in the negative. 

Mr. POLK hoped then it would not be com- 
mitted. 

Mr. WILDE asked what would be its situation 
if the motion to commit to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union prevailed? 

The CHAIR replied, they would be placed 
on the Calendar, and could be taken up by post- 
poning all the orders of the day, or by laying each 
subject on the table as it came up, till the House 
reached this. . 

This point was further discuesed briefly by 
Mr. SPEIGHT, Mr. MERCER, and Mr. 
ARCHER. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND rose (he said) to put a 
question to the Chair, the reply to which would 
govern his vote. He desired to know if the Chair 
considered this the last day on which bills emana- 
ting in that House could be sent to the other 
branch; and he would request the Clerk to exam- 
ine the Journals to see if Sunday was a dies non, 


He also wished to ac- | 
count to the House and to the nation for the verbal || 
variations that existed between the copies printed || 


if he could, to be verbatim et literatim, but he || ®t Onc perceive the importance of the question, 


found on reading it over that there were verbal | 


| into thatcommittee. He hoped the bills before 
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hie resclutions. But before doing so he desired to | The CHAIR replied that he had been informed to effect an appropriation for the 
| that a decision of a former Congress had been | 
| made on this subject, and that that would be the | 


last day, according to that decision, on which the 
House could send bills to the other branch. 


(| Mr. MILLER said he expected that answer; | 


|| and he would suggest whether it would not be | 
Mr. J. @. ADAMS said, as the report of the || 


better to act on such bills as were indispensable 
to-day, and to allow the subject then before the 
House to lie over till to-morrow. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested to the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Ancaer) to withdraw 
_his motion to commit to a Committee of the 


| Whole on the state of the Union, because if the | 


motion prevailed, it would defeat all action upon | 
| the resolutions during the present session. There 
' was a bill connected with the subject, which, if | 
not taken up to-day, could not be acted upon | 
without a vote of two-thirds of both Houses; he | 
therefore hoped the gentleman would not press | 
his motion. 
Mr. ARCHER said he was as anxious as the | 
gentleman from New York to avoid a lengthy dis- | 
cussion on this subject; but it seemed to him that | 
it would be both irregular and derogatory to the | 
subject to discuss it anywhere else than in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 
The House might, if it pleased, resolve itself | 
| instanter into a Committee of the Whole generally, | 
and take up any business before it. 


Mr. BURGES thought every gegtleman would 





and recollect that it was one of as deep an interest | 
to the Union and to the nation as had ever been | 

discussed in a Committee on the state of the Union. | 
Look back to the whole history of the country, 
and the same course had always been taken, and 
a deviation from that long established course had | 

never taken place on far less important subjects | 
than this. 

With regard to the objections of the gentleman | 
from New York, they had been answered by the | 
gentleman from Virginia. When in Committee | 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, they could 
take up whatever bills might be referred to it, and 
these resolutions likewise. Really, he must say | 
that it seemed to him altogether out of the ordinary | 

| course not to refer this matter. It was in order | 
every day, and at any time, for the House to go 


the House would be taken up and gone through | 


to-day, and they might fully discuss the matter } 


under consideration to-morrow, and he hoped the | 
| motion would be so modified. 
| Mr. POLK rose (he said) to correct an error | 
into which many had fallen, in regard to the par- 


ticular position in which the bill to regulate the || 





deposite of the public money then was. That 


bill was not in Committee of the Whole on the || 
stateofthe Union. It had been made the special | 


| order for a certain day, and by a vote of the House 
some fortnight ago, all the orders of the day had | 
been postponed for the purpose of taking up the 
several bills relating to the Bank of the Un 

| States. 

{Mr. P. here enumerated the several bills.] 

| Since then, by various votes of the House, other 

| measures have obtained precedence by postponing 
these bills. Now, he understood the state of the 


| business to be this: If the recommendation of the | 
|, Committee on Foreign Affairs should receive the | 


|| sanction of the House, the bill involved in it must 
also be acted upon at the same time, or, if not, it 
would require a majority of two-thirds of both 
Houses. . 

He would suggest to the gentleman from Vir- 


ginia [Mr. Arcuer] what would perhaps econo- | 
mise their time, viz: that they should proceed | 


| forthwith to decide upon thesg resolutions, for to 

| commit them to the Committee of the Whole on 

|| the state of the Union would be to burythem. It 

| was very certain that the House would never hear 

of them again. [f decision was required the only 
way to get at it would be to consider the subject 
at once. 


Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS said it appeared to him that 


|, the course recommended by the gentleman from | 


| Virginia was the only constitutional course; and 
| as the object of the last resolution of the chair- 


or was considered one of the parliamentary days. |! man of the Committee on Foreign Relations was || affairs, and which he thought extremely perni- 


|| appropriation. 


ited || be a war with France and a war with the Bank of 
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defence of the 
country—at least the recommendation contained 
in it involved an appropriation of money—the reg. 


| olution itself must, pursuant to the rules of the 


_ House, be considered in Committee of the Whole 
House. It was a proposition to employ money; 
to expend money; the money of the nation; and 
a large sum of it, too; and was, therefore, an 
He would remark that it was 

introduced by an indirect resolution, although it 
_ could not be carried into effect but bya bill. The 


| House could not bind itself to pass it, unless jt 


| went through committee. By the rules of the 
| House, no motion or proposition for a tax or 
| charge. upon the people can be discussed on the 
same day it is introduced, and, moreover, it was 
| provided that every such proposition should re- 
| ceive its first discussion in a Committee of the 
| Whole House. Was this not a proposition for 
|a tax, oracharge upon the people? It was, for 
| it would take the people’s money and appropriate 
it for purposes which it was not yet certain that 
_ the consent of Congress could be obtained. The 
object was apparent enough. It was done for the 
| purpose of forcing down in the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union, a bill which 
ought to be specially discussed in that committee, 
| 1t was an ingenious device, now for the first time 
disclosed, to connect the war, with the Bank of 
| the United States. We were to have two wars 
together. He thought one would be as much as 
we could wage for the good of the country. 
| Another rule of the House provided that no 
| tax or duty should be increased, without being also 
discussed in the Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union. And the next was, that all 
| proceedings touching appropriations of money 
should be first discussed in the Committee of the 
Whole House. Wasthis nota proceeding touch- 
| ing the appropriation of money? We were told 
| that it was a proceeding to deliver the United 
| States from the burden of $7,000,000; but Mr. A. 
| thanked God there had as yet been no expression 
| Of opinion on the part of the House on the sub- 
ect. 
; There were two things which in the course of 
the deep anxiety he had felt on this subject since 
the commencement of the session, he had observed 
with deep concern. The first was that the prin- 
ciple had been assumed—and it was with unfeigned 
grief he said it—by the majority of that House, 
that this dispute with F'rance was to be managed 
upon party grounds; that the supporters of the 








Administration were the only persons to be heard 


upon this subject; that what they proposed must 
be carried in spite of all objections; and that the 
minority were to have no privileges whatever left 
| to them, but to say aye or no, to any proposition 
ee by the friends of the Administration. 

hat was the principle assumed, and one which 
he deeply deplored. 

The second thing was that now for the first 
time disclosed, and that was that the two wars 
were to be blended together. That there was to 


the United States, carried on at the same time, 
in such a manner as that one of them would break 
| down the other. He repeated that this principle 
| had been assumed, a principle the reverse of that 
| assumed by the Senate—he hoped he was not out 
of order in alluding to the other body—but it was 
| the reverse of the principle there assumed, and of 
| the only principle upon which, in his opinion, the 
|| country could ever go through a war against a 
|| foreign nation, with honor or with advantage to 
| the country. I say (said Mr. A.) it was assumed 

by an act of the minority of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, which act that House did not 





‘| reprobate as I thought it should have done, by 
} displacing, contrary to long established usage, the 
| chairman of that committee, and placing in his 
| stead another chairman, chosen, to say the least of 
|| it, ty his own vote. 

The SPEAKER intimated that the gentleman 
| must perceive that these remarks were not in 
|, order. They were irrelevant to the subject under 
| consideration. 

Mr. J.Q@. ADAMSsaid he had referred to that 
appointment only by way of illustration of the 
| principles assumed in the management of those - 
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cious; but he would say no more on that sub- '| the aspect of two countries of immense popula- | 


ct. 

, By the rules of the House, then, it was clearly 
and emphatically laid down, that these resolutions 
could not constitutionally be passed by the House, 
unless, in the first instance, they were considered 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The consequence of not doing so, would 
be to suppress debate; and whenever the friends of 
the Administration, or the acting chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs thought that discus- 


previous question would be applied. Andthen we | 
were told that this was the last day in which bills 
could be sent from this to the other House, and | 
that we must pass this bill to-day, whether we | 
could or not, or it could not pass at all, and the 
buglehora of party will be sounded, and we shall 
be told that we must pass this resolution. When 
the previous question shall have been ores and 
seconded, and when the question shall be taken, 
then we shall be at liberty to go into Committee of | 
the Whole on the state of the Union. Aftersome | 
further remarks, Mr. A. concluded, by again con- | 
tending that it would be contrary to the Constitu- 
tion to act upon the subject, without going into 
committee. 


setts. He had too much respect both for himself 
and for that gentleman, as well as for the House. | 
Mr. C. regretted that on a subject and an occasion | 
which should of itself command unanimity, the | 
gentleman should have travelled out of his way to 
cast imputations of the character the House had 
just heard; and forgetful also of the high dignit 


which that occasion demanded, suddenly descend- | 


ed from the lofty eminence he had so lately reached. 
Mr.C. would permit himself to go no further than 
to disclaim every imputation which the gentleman 
had thrown out of a desire on his (Mr. C.’s) part 


to connect the war with France with the Bank of || 


the United States. He was no longer an enemy 
to the bank, in the sense in which the gentleman 
seemed to refer toit. As it regarded another ques- 


man by his own vote; surely he could not have 


meant that Mr. C. voted for himself, because he | 


must have been aware of the contrary, and was 
made aware of it at the time when he first made 
the statement. 


With regard to party, Mr. C. could assure the | 
gentleman from Massacizusetts, and every other | 


member of the House, that he had not the slight- 
est desire to make this a purty question; and he 
trusted it never would be so made. 


should adopt one or all the resolutions, or proposed 


any modification, which he deemed compatible | 
with the dignity, the honor, and the interests of | 


the country, he would most willingly and cheer- 
fully join with them. 


the papers of all parties seemed inspired with one | 


sentiment. Again Mr. C. disclaimed the insin- 
uation that had been thrown out that he was 
actuated by considerations of party. 

_Mr. CO 
likely to be wandering somewhat unpropitiously 
from that kind of deliberation which ought to pre- 
cede a discussion upon so momentous a question 
as that now submitted for consideration. He was 


gislative branches of this country were placed, 
whose movements might prejudice the peace and 


'the human race. It was therefore proper that | 


tion which the gentleman thought proper to allude | further discussed by Messrs. CLAY, E. EVER- 


to, viz: Mr. C.’s election as chairman of the Com- || 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, the language used by | —¥°?° Spepanype BaF. 
the gentleman was not authorized by the fact. | 


The gentleman stated that Mr. C. was made chair- | 


|| The 
| 


He would | 
also further assure the House, that whether they | 


He hoped to see one senti- | 
ment pervade all parties—a desire to do the best | 
for the country. He believed that sentiment did | 
pervade all parties. He saw it there; he sawitin | 
the papers from the North and from the South; | 
nor was it confined to Administration presses, but | 


LTER said that this debate seemed | 


tion, and upon the happiness of a great portion of 


everything should be done dispassionately, with | 
due deliberation, and in order. He hoped the 


House would adopt the usual and ordinary pro- || 
_ ceedings. They must perceive that too little time 


remained for the House to adopt any measure | 
upon this subject in the tone of temper and delib- | 


tion of the people, and to the representatives who 
would come fresh from them at the next session 
of Congress; or they might be convened sooner, 
if the Executive thought the contingency arising 
from new circumstances demanded it. At all 
events, he hoped nothing would be done irregu- 
larly, and he coincided with the gentleman from 


ought to be debated in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. The Constitution 
required it, and the rule of this House required it. 
Mr. C. inquired if it would be in order to move | 
that to-morrow morning, at eleven o’clock, the 
House should resolve itself into a Committee of the 





|| Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose 
|| of considering this question. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG believed the House would || 
readily pardon him if he did not follow in the same | 
tone and temper of the gentleman from Massachu- || 


The CHAIR said it would be varying the rules 
of the House, and would require a vote of two- 
thirds. 

Mr. COULTER said they would approach the 
subject with more calmness in the morning, and 
he made the motion he intimated above. 

The subject was further discussed by Messrs. | 


MERCER, BURGES, BRIGGS, BEARDSLEY, |) 
|| PINCKNEY, HUBBARD, MARSHALL, Me- 


| KENNAN,STEWART,J Q.ADAMS,GREN.- 
NEL, COULTER, ARCHER, and WHITTLE- 
SEY. 
Mr. BEARDSLEY moved to strike out that 
part of the motion to commit. Negatived—yeas 
110, nays 11). 

Mr. LYTLE moved to reconsider the vote. Lost 
—yeas 11], nays 113. 

The question on Mr. Coutter’s motion was 


ETT, REED, and SPEIGHT, and it was adopted 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


| The House then proceeded to the orders of the 
day, and acted upon avariety of bills, a full report 
of which will appear in our next, and the House 
was still in session when our paper went to press. 
uestion was then taken on the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Bearpstey, and decided in 
the negative—yeas 110, nays 111. 

(This vote was first announced to be yeas 112, 
'nays 110. But the vote of one member having 
| been erroneously recorded and an error of another 
vote having been discovered, the decision was cor- 
_ rected and declared as above. ] 
|| Mr. LYTLE moved to reconsider the vote last 
| taken. 


|| Mr. EVANS moved to lay this motion on the 
|| table. 

Mr. MERCER inquired of the Speaker whether 
the proposition to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table would not necessarily include the reso- 
lution with it. 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 
|| Mr. EVANS withdrew his motion. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY demanded the yeas and 
| nays on the motion to reconsider; which were 
| ordered, and were—yeas 111, nays 113. 

So the House refused to reconsider the vote. 
Mr. CLAY was not prepared to adopt the reso- 
| lution offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
|| (Mr. Covtrer.] It would be productive of no 





opening the door for a debate which would occupy 
the whole time of the House for the remainder of 
|| the session, and resultin nothing. Let the resolu- 
|| tions of the committee be acted on in the House, 





rosperity of fourteen millions of human beings. | and adopted or rejected. As the report and reso- 
hey were, unfortunately, so situated, that every || lutions would come up in the morning, as the first 
step they took might, by exasperating pride and | unfinished business, (as he was informed by the 
stirring ~ the human passions, be raising up || Chair, in answer to an inquiry,) he would move 
obstac'zs between friends, where no obstacles || to lay the resolution upon the table. 
Ought toexist. Every step they took might have || Mr. E. EVERETT rose to a question of order. 


& prejudicial and most unfortunate bearing upon '' He inquired whether, if the resolution be laid on 


GLOBE. | 


} 


' ' | by the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. Cout- 
_ eration that was requisite; and it would perhaps || 
|| be best to leave everything to the calm delibera- 
gion had gone far enough, then the screws of the || 


| afull investigation of the question, but he could 


1 | mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Massachusetts, that this, of all other questions, || 











|; CHAIR made an affirmative response io the in- 


| and which may or may not result in war. 


| amined. 


| ofthegentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Reep,] 
| who he believed to be aver 


| commit the force bill, that gentleman could best 
| tell whether he voted for it. 
| sion, when he (Mr. S.) moved to commit the bill 
| rechartering the Bank of the United States, the 
| gentleman could, if he choose, inform the House 


| was suspened—yeas ]22, nays 37. 
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the table, it would not require a vote of the Llouse 
to take up the report and resolution? 
After some suggestions by Mr. MERCER, the 


quiry propounded by Mr. Ever:rr. 

Mr. CLAY rose to withdraw his motion. He 
was not aware of its effect upon the report of the 
committee. He hoped the other resolutions offered 


TER] would not be adopted. Every member who 
had the experience of one er two years in this 
House, must be aware if this subject was sent to 
a Committee of the Whole, and was thus placed 
beyond the control of the House, it would lead to 
an interminable debate. He was not opposed to 


not consent, at this late period, to send it toa Com- 


Mr. REED appealed to the experience of mem- 
bers, if a single instance could be found where a 
question of so much importance was not sent to a 
Committee of the Whole. This was a question of 
vast importance, and he was surprised that gen- 
tlemen, in order to gettime to act on a little private 
business, should be willing to dispense with the 
investigation of a subject of such grave import, 
A bill 
involving the trifling sum ef one hundred dollars, 
could not be passed, under the rules, without first 
going to a Committee of the Whole. Why, then, 
should a motion sv important as the present be 
resisted? It was a question which, it had been 
correctly said, should be examined and reéx- 


Mr. SPEIGHT desired to refresh the memory 


honest man. When 
on a former occasion a motion had been made to 


Upon another occa- 


whether or not he favored the motion. 

Mr. REED said that as to the votes referred to 
by the gentleman, they were upon minor subjects 
compared with the one before the House. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY moved a call of the House. 
Negatived. 

The question was then taken on the adoption 
of the resolution offered by Mr. Courter, and 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 116, nays 107. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CLAIBORNE moved to take up and con- 
sider the resolution reported by the Committee of 
Elections, relative to the contested election in Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. HUBBARD called for the orders of the 
day. 

Agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the rule setting 
apart this day for the consideration of private bills 


Mr. GILMER moved to suspend all the orders 
of the day for the purpose of proceeding to the 
consideration of the joint resolutions in relation to 
an amendment of the Constitution upon the sub- 
ject of electing a President and Vice President of 
the United States. 

The motion was negatived—yeas 99, nays 104. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communications: 

A letter from the Postmaster General, covering 
a statement of the net amount of postages received 
in each State and Territory for the year 1834; 
which, on motion of Mr. CONNOR, was laid on 
' the table, and five thousand extra copiee ordered 
to be printed; 





| good at this period of the session. It would be || 
Sure that every member of that House must | 
appreciate the delicate situation in which the le- | 


A letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 
ting a statement of the contracts entered into by 
the department for the past year; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed; 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a report and surveys for railroads, made, in 
part, between the Mississippi and the Atlantic; 
which was laid on the tabie, and ordered to be 
printed. é 

Mr. GILMER moved to print two thousand 
extra copies of the repert; which motion lies over 
one day. 








rs 4 t + ’ 
Pee sg 

et ve 
oth: % % 

1) .) ee 

es 8 
"et 2 

1 io 5 
eee 

a 


owe 
4 


we 2 


age mire 
' 





i 
rid 
ta ‘ 
$5 4 
a . 
ay 

nt 4 
gad 

} A 
rf on 
iy 
2) Be 
Pi H . i 
% at a i 
fe fie 
2 : ae x 
et , ? 
mi 


CEN 
ABET G gn oe 


‘athena ge at 
‘Sigal Rice Less bree 


SARE gene ae ne ches 


304 


} 
And a letter from theSecretary of the Treasury, | 
encloging abstracts of the amount of official emolu- || 


ments of the collectors of the custems; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS. 
The following bills from the Senate were read 
and committed: 
An act for the benefit of the Corporations of 


Washington, Alexandria, and Georgetown, in the | 


District of Columbia; 
An act for the relief of Richard H. Bell; 


An act providing for an increase of the corps of | 


engineers, and for other purposes; 

An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to invest the amount of the two per cent. 
funds for the road leading to the State of Missis- 
sippi; 

n act to renew the patent of Joseph Grant; 

An act for the relief of John Dowedy, an 
Indian agent; 

An act to regulate the deposite of the public 
money; and 

Anact to authorize the Leavenworth Improving 
Company to locate a certain road through the 
public lands. 


PENSION AGENCY ON GREEN RIVER. 

The bill from this House, establishing a pension 
agency south of Green river, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, was returned from the Senate with an 
amendment, striking out a proviso relative to the 
location of the said agency; which was first con- 
curred in by the House; but subsequently, on the 
motion of Mr. HAWES, the House reconsid- 
ered the vote, and refused to concur in the amend- 
ment. 

BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time and 
paseed: 

A bill making appropriations for certain roads, 
and for examinations and surveys for the year 
1835; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of James Wil- 
son, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Sarah H. B. Smith; 

A bill to extend a patent to Robert Eastman for 
seven years; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Smith; 

A bill to provide for carrying into effect the con- 
vention with Spain; 

A bill to provide for the construction of a dry- 
dock for the naval service; 

A bill making appropriations for buoys, light- 
boats, beacons, and monuments, for the year 1835; 

A bill to organize the several fire companies in 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill to extend the charter of the Fire Insur- 
ance Company of Alexandria; 

A bill further to amend an act incorporating the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company; 

A billconcerning the Orphan’scourtofthecounty | 
of Washington, in the District of Columbia; 

A bill making an appropriation for the support 
of the penitentiary in the District of Columbia, 
for the year 1835; and 

A bill to provide for the holding of extra terms 
of the circuit court for the District of Columbia 
for the trial of crimina! causes. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


the Delaware breakwater, for certain harbors,and 
removing obstructions in and at the mouth of 
certain rivers, for the year 1835, was read the third 
time; and the question being on its passage, 


Mr. H. EVERETT demanded the yeas and || 


nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. GARLAND moved a call of the House. 
Negatived. 
The bill was then passed—yeas 109, nays 65. 
INDIAN ANNUITIES. 

The bill making appropriations for Indian an- 
nuities and other similar objects, for the year 1835, | 
was taken up, the amendments reported by the 


Committee of the Whole concurred in; when the | 


bill was read a third time and passed. 


BUSTS OF THE PRESIDENTS. 
Mr. LYTLE made an ineffectual attempt to 
take up the joint resolution authorizing Hiram 


eral within and for the State of Illinois was taken | 
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| 


—= 
SURVEYOR GENERAL IN ILLINOIS. | 
The bill to establish the office of surveyor gen- | 


i 


up. 
Mr. KINNARD moved the amendment offered 
by him in Committee of the Whole, to establish 


|| a similar office within and for the State of Indiana. | 


The amendment was agreed to without a count; | 
and the bill was engrossed, read a third time, and | 
passed as amended. 


SURVEY OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


A bill to provide for the survey of the public | 
lands was read a third time and passed. 

Mr. INGE moved to postpone the orders of the | 
day for the purpose of taking up the bill to amend | 
the act authorizing the State of ‘Tennessee to issue | 
grants and perfect titles to certain lands therein | 
described, and to settle the claims to the vacant | 


| and unappropriated lands within the same, passed | 


April 18.h, 1806; which was negatived without a | 
count. 


| 
WRIT OF ERROR TO SUPREME COURT. 


A bill to authorize writs of error to the Supreme | 
Court of the United States, in cases involving | 
patent rights, was read a third time. 

Messrs. FOSTER and BRIGGS briefly ex- | 
plained the provisions, and advocated the passage | 
of the bill. 

Mr. BATES, in a few words, assigned his ob- | 
jections to the measure. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, said he was un- 


expectedly called on to consider this bill, but he | 


| esteemed the principle involved in it too important | 


| 
to avoid its discussion, solely because of want of | 
preparation. 
The bill proposed to grant an appeal to an in- | 
dividual who felt aggrieved by the decision of one | 
of the circuit courts on a contested patent right. 
If it was passed, this House would have disre- 
garded the provisions of the judiciary law of 17839, | 
without good cause. In the law of 1789 an at- | 
tempt had been made to fix a boundary between 
the jurisdiction of the several courts established | 
by the United States. In some cases the decision 


of the circuit courts was final; in others, an appeal || 


was granted to the Supreme Court. In all cases, 
when the constitutionality ofa law was questioned, 
the Supreme Court had jurisdiction by~ appeal; 
because he supposed the framers of our judiciary 
system thought questions of that character were 
of sufficient dignity to need all the knowledge and 
wisdom of the seven Judges inthe Supreme Court 
bench to revise and decide them finally. When 
the two branches of the National Legislature, with 
the sanction of the Executive Department, had | 
passed a law, there appeared to be no propriety | 
in permitting any court, inferior either in numbers 
or attainment to those who presided in the Su- 
preme Court to adjudge it to be null and void. In | 
other cases, by the sum in controversy, suitors | 
were empowered to ascertain when and where the 

right of appeal was withheld or granted. If the | 
amount in controversy in any case pending upon | 


the circuit court, exceeded two thousand dollars, || 
_ then either of the parties had a right to appeal to 
| the highest judicial tribunal. This bill attempted | 
| to suspend the law of 1789, by which the bound- | 


sel i | aries of the jurisdiction of these several courts 
The bill making additional appropriations for || 


were thus established. The constitutionality of 
the patent law, in this case, has not been contro- | 
verted; neither is it pretended that the amount in | 


| controversy exceeds two thousand dollars. Why | 


then should Congress interfere? The House can- | 
not fail to see that this bill must be a precursor of | 


numerous bills of the same character. If we re- | 
| fuse to permit the decision of our circuit court to 


be final in the construction of the patent law, then | 
we must relieve against the decision of the same | 


| tribunals, where the true construction of the tariff | 


laws was the matter in issue. In fact the Com-| 
mittee on the Judiciary had before them a petition | 
from Mr, Sarchet, of Philadelphia—a person well | 
known for his efficient, persevering opposition to | 
the tariff of 1828, asking from Congress a special | 
law to enable him to appeal to the Supreme Court | 


_ against the decision of the circuit court of Penn- 


sylvania, by which he was compelled to pay duties | 


_ to the United States on articles which he thought | 


Powers to execute marble busts of the several | were not liable to pay duties to the Government. 


Presidents of the United States. 


How could the committee, or the House, with pro- 


| 
1] 
} 
| 


| 
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priety grant an appeal in this case and withhold ; 
| from Sarchet? fr his case the amount in ane 
| versy did not exceed ten thousand dollars; yet the 
| decision thereon was a rule of conduct for alt 
other persons importing articles of a character 
_such as he had introduced into the country, and 
| thereby thousands of persons and tens of thou- 
_sands of property might and possibly would be 
affected. He had been opposed to a special law 
for the old patriotic blacksmith, and he was, for 


| these reasons, opposed to interfering in those 
cases where the numbers of parties alone gave 


consequence to this petition. The member from 
| Massachusetts [Mr. Briaes] might be forced from 
| the straight line by the clamors of unreasonable 
| constituents, but he would not, and he hoped the 

House would not be driven from safe moorings 
| by any such impulses. He was fora general rule 
| applicable to all, and if the House thought proper 
_to revise the judiciary law of ’89, he was willing 
_to inquire into the expediency of providing that 
_appeals should be granted from the decisions of 

the circuit court in cases where the amount in con- 

troversy was less than two thousand dollars. But, 
| until the general law was changed, he was disposed 
_ to enforce it against all partiesyunless some very 
| grievous inconvenience had been shown to exist. 
|In this case he saw no great hardship. The 
| party petitioning had enjoyed the benefit of a trial 
| by a jury of his own neighbors, and the privilege 
| of a hearing before two talented and enlightened 
| judges of his vicinage, in a contest with a stranger 
to both tribunals, and he did not think there was 
much cause to con:plain. 

Mr. WISE moved to lay the bill on the table; 
which was decided in the affirmative—yeas 63, 
nays 6]. 
| AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 
The House next proceeded to consider the res- 


| olutions submitted by Mr. GILMER, relative to 


/amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States. 
Mr. GHOLSON remarked, that to avoid dis- 


| cussion at this late hour of the session, he was 
| induced to withdraw the amendment heretofore 
offered by him. 
The question then recurring on the passage of 
| the first resolution, Mr. GILMER asked for the 
| yeas and nays. 
| They were ordered. 
| Mr. GORHAM, after some remarks in opposi- 
| tion to the proposed amendments, and on the in- 
| adequacy of the time remaining of the session to 
give them that deliberation which their great im- 
| portance demanded, moved to lay the whole sub- 
| ject on the table; and, on this question, he asked 
| the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 
Me. PATTON moved a call of the House; but 
| before the question was taken, 
_ Mr. LEWIS moved that the House adjourn, 
'and asked for the yeas and nays; which were 
| ordered; and the question was decided in the nega- 
| tive—yeas 38, nays 136. 
| Mr. PATTON then withdrew the motion for a 
call of the House. 
It was renewed byMr. GILLET, but not sus- 
| tained by the House. 
| The question was then taken on laying the res- 
| olutions on the table, by yeas and nays, and de- 
| cided in the negative—veas 40, nays 137. 
| Mr. MANN, of New York, remarked that, as 
| it was understood the Senate had adjourned, but 
| little good could be attained by continuing the 
| House in session at this late hour, it being now 
| seven o’clock. He moved the House adjourn. 

The question was then taken by tellers, and de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 62, nays 89. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, after some re- 
marks, moved the previous question. 

The motion was not sustained by the House. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved an amendment, 
and called for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered and taken, when there appeared, yeas 59, 
nays 112. 

r. PLUMMER said, upon a proposition of 
so much magnitude as that of changing the organic 
law of the land, he considered the origin, progress, 
and history of governments a legitimate subject of 
inquiry; and in order to a correct understanding 
of the fovndation upon which our complex system 
of goverument was predicated, he considered it 
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ary, as on all questions of government an 
ghee, occasionally ta recur to first ee It | 
was by tracing rr, to their source that they | 
jearned to understand them. | 

« [n the beginning God created the heaven and | 
‘ th. 

= And God said let the waters under the hea- || 
‘yen be gathered together unto one place, and let | 
‘the dry land appear: and it was so.” 

Mr. P. was here called to order by several | 
voices. 

The CHAIR remarked, that he had not yet dis- || 
covered what application the gentleman intended | 
to make of the quotations he had commenced with, | 
and could not, therefore, determine whether they | 
were applicable to the subject before the House. | 

Mr. PLUMMER pecans. He regretted that 
his remarks should be deemed to be out of order. 
He considered the subject of the greatest impor- 
tance, affecting that organic law placed in our | 
hands by the fathers of the country, who pledged 
in its support their lives, their fortunes, and their 
sacred honor. If this was two serious a subject 
on which to make Scripture quotations, he would 
like to know where they should be applied. He 
had believed it to strike at the foundations of Gov- 
ernment, and therefore found it necessary to ap- 
peal to first rincipleg. In that belief, he would 
proceed. ‘* And God said let us make man.”’ 

Mr. WISE rose to a question of order. It was 
part ofa systematic attempt in the House to kill 
these resolutions; to speak them to death. The 
point of order which he made was grounded on 
the irrelevance and profanity of the words uttered. 

Mr. EVANS said he had called the gentleman 
to order on the ground that his remarks did not 
apply to the subject under consideration. 

Mr. PLUMMER took his seat, and the Sreax- || 
er decided that he was not in order; and accord- || 
ing to the rules he could not be permitted to pro- 
ceed in his speech without leave of the House. | 

Mr. PLUMMER asked leave to explain. 

The SPEAKER refused to permit him. 


Mr. PLUMMER claimed the privilege to ex- || 
owe as a matter of right under the rules of the 
ouse 


TheSPEAKER denied the right, without leave 
of the House. 


| 








| 


| 


After some conversation, the CHAIR put the 
question, ‘Shall the gentleman from Mississippi 
be permitted to proceed with his remarks?”’ It was | 
taken by yeas and nays, and decided in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 135, nays 35. 

Mr. PLUMMER then rose and said, antici- 
pating that the question to amend the Constitution 
of the United States would come up for consid- 
eration and discussion before the adjournment of 
the House, he had‘prepared himself according to 
the best of his skill and abilities on the subject. 
He had followed an example set him by more | 
experienced debators than himself, and prepared | 
his speech beforehand, which then lay before him | 
on hisdesk. It might not contain as many class- 
ical allusions and poetical quotations as the gen- 
Ueman from Virginia (Mr. Wise] was in the 
habit of weaving into his speeches, but he thought 
that it would be equally intelligible to the people. 
Although it did not become him to speak in its || 
praise, he flattered himself that it wield be worth || 


publishing in pamphlet form, and in circhlating 
among his constituents, and in fact, that it would 
be, when in print, what might be called a pretty 
good speech.. He referred to the origin of man, 
and the first formation of Government as regis- 
tered in that Book where the first written laws for 





the government of mankind are to be found on 

record, for the purpose of demonstrating to the | 
House the pcodene he was about to assume in | 
relation to the question under consideration. The | 
charge of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. | 
Wise,] that he was speaking against time, was | 
not true. ‘The intimation of the gentleman from | 
Virginia, (Mr. Wisz,] that he* was acting under | 
the influence of a party, or any individual on that 
floor save himself, was unfounded and untrue. 
He was incapable of being actuated by any such 
motives, and he had yet to learn that a quotation 
from that greatest and best of Books, in debate, 
was out of order, or could by possibility be con- 
Strued into profanity. Jf there was any grave | 
question, upon the discussion of which a quota- | 


| intended remarks before the public in the form of 


| than himself, or to any other gentleman who chose 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


d | tion might with propriety be made from the Bible, | 


he thought it was that which proposed to amend || 
that sacred instrument, the Constitution of the || 
United States, handed down to us by the patriots || 
of the Revolution, and for the establishment of 
which our fathers expended their money, perilled 
their lives, and shed their blood. He was highly || 
ratified at the overwhelming vote by which he || 

ad been sustained by the House in opposition to || 

the decision of the Chair, and the prompt and || 
indignant manner that the members had frowned || 
on the attempt to stifle debate on a question of || 
reat national importance, involving the rights and 1 

iberties of the American pgpple. His remarks || 
were not irrelevant; they were not impertinent; || 
they were not profane, as the House had correctly |} 
decided; nor was it his intention to violate the || 
rules of order or decorum. He intended, in the || 
course of his remarks, to have adverted to the || 
leading principles advocated by that party, (the || 
working men,) whose cause he espoused, which || 
he could have done, and made an appropriate | 
1] 





application to the question of amending the Con- 
stitution, and it was true that he was anxious to || 
be heard; but he could get the substance of his || 
a circular, which would answer his purpose. He | 
proposed, therefore, as a return for the high com- 
pliment paid him by the House, to yield the floor | 
to the learned and distinguished gentleman from || 


| Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] who wascapable of making | 


a much greater display and flourish on that floor | 


to occupy it. [There was a general call through- |, 
out the House for Mr. P. to proceed, but he || 
yielded the floor. ] 


Mr. EVANS then addressed the House. He || 
had felt a strong repugnance to claim their atten- || 
tion, notwithstanding the importance of the sub- || 


ject, in consequence of the short time remaining \ 


of the session. He was averse to changes in the | 


Constitution, and the resolutions he deemed objec- || 


tionable. There was but one which he could feel 
disposed to countenance; and that was the prop- 
osition to restrict the presidential term to six | 
years. There was a generally pervading senti- | 
ment among the people of this country in favor 
of that project, and he might be induced to yield 


to it his assent, though he did not esteem it of || 


essential importance. 
all the remainder. 
plurality system of elections, while various States 


He was utterly opposed to 


adhered to the majority mode, and held the other || 


most unsafe and impolitic. It would be deemed 
extremely unjust in the latter to ask or compel 
the former to abandon their views, and adopt the 

majority system. Again, they abolished the dis- 
trict system, which would destroy the influence 
and power of the smaller States. A majority of 
one vote, in the largest State, might control all of 
her forty electors, and cause them to be thrown 
for an individual. Had the last election been con- 
ducted on the district system, it would have been 
seen to have been a much more closely contested 
one than it had been supposed to be. Mr. E. 
said, if this resolution was so modified as to give | 
prevalence to the district system of electing, he 
did not know but he might be induced to go for 
it. The third resolution he considered decidedly 
the best of the three, though even for this he could 
see no urgent necessity. He had been anxious 
to have these resolutions calmly deliberated upon 
by the House, and had thrown no obstacles in 
the way of their discussion. If he could not vote 
for them himself, he would not bar the opinions 
of others. lt would require two-thirds of the 
House to sanction them, and in their custody he 
believed they could safely be reposed. 


Mr. BOULDIN said, that considering the im- 
mense amount of business before the House, and 
the short time for calm reflection on such an im- 
portant topic, he should feel impelled to vote 
against all three of the resolutions. But in doing 
so, he wished it to be distinctly understood that 
he expressed no opinion on their merits or expe- 
diency. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the House ad- 
journ. The question was taken by yeas and nays, 
and carried—yeas 96, nays 71. 

So, at half past eight o’clock, the House ad- 
journed. 
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First, they recognised the || 





IN SENATE. 
Saturpar, February 23, 1835. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a communication 
from the General Post Office in regard to the 
number of clerks there employed. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, as the Committee on 
Finance were about to report to the Senate the 
general appropriation bill for defraying the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year 1835, and as in the army appropriation 
bill the usual sum for the support of the Military 
Academy at West Point had been omitted, under 
the expectation that a special act would come up 
from the other House on that subject, and as 
nothing of that kind had yet appeareed, he was 
instructed by the committee to ask the instruc- 
tions of the Senate to insert the usual sum in the 
general appropriation bill; which was agreed to 


CREDENTIALS OF HON. BEDFORD BROWN. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate the credentials of the Hon. Bevrorn Brown, 
a Senator elect from the State of North Carolina 
for six years from and after the third of March 
next. 


EXPLANATIONS. 

Mr. EWING said: Shortly after the report of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
was presented to the Senate, an address of O. B. 
Brown appeared in the Globe, and has since been 
copied into most of the other papers in the city, 
containing some charges of grave import against 
the committee. As to his statements, which do 
not touch the general course pursued by the com- 
mittee, I shall not noticethem. His testimony, 
and that of the witnesses who speak of his con- 
duct as a = officer, are published with the 
report; and all who desire it, can satisfy them- 
selves on those subjects. There are, however, 
two of his statements as to the course adopted by 
the committee in the examination, which | think 
it proper here to notice. 

He says, that he was ‘denied by the committee 
‘the privilege of being heard in his own defence, 
‘or even of being informed of an accusation 
| ‘against him, before he learned it from the re- 
| * port.” 

Now, sir, on this subject I can only say, that it 
was the opinion of the committee that all persons 
implicated by the evidence which they took, 
should have information of all that was alleged 
against them; and that they should be heard and 
| allowed to produce evidence in their own justifi- 
/cation. The mode of communicating this in- 
| formation was a subject of frequent discussion 
| between some of the members of the committee, 
| and it was at last settled that the chairman should 
| exercise his own sound judgment and discretion 
| in giving this information. This was not by any 
| formal order, but precisely in the way in which 
| the chairman thought he ought to be authorized 
| to communicate to any and each of the officers, 
_ and each individual implicated, all the information 
| that might be necessary to give them a full oppor- 
| tunity for explanation. I never inquired of him 
| what information he saw fit to give any one under 
| this authority; but Mr. Brown was called and 
| permitted to testify in exculpation of his own 
| conduct, and of the course of the department, 
| on every on on which the chairman thought 
| proper to call him. The volume of his testimory 
| which accompanies the report will show this fully, 
| especially when it is known that he nerer was 
| called, except by the request of the chairman, to 


|| explain some transaction in which +e or the de- 


| partment seemed to be implicated. 


The second allegation which I have thought 
necessary to notice, is as fallows: ** When under 
| ‘oath before the commitee, I was not advised of 
‘any points on which I was to be examined, nor 
| * the object of avy inquiry made; and after an- 
| * swering all the questions which any member of 
| *the committee thought proper to propound, I 
|‘ was not permitted to hear the testimony read 
| S over, ta know whether it was taken down cor- 
| * rectly, Or to correct atiy erroneous impression 
‘ which it might be calculated to make.’’ 

| The latter clause of this statement is wholly 
(contrary to the fact. The chairman conducted 
this part of the business of the committee, and I 
observed that he frequently, though not always, 
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testimony before it was signed. He generaily 
did so, if the statement was long or complicated. 
The question was, 1 believe, always written down 
and read to the witness, before he answered, and 
the answer was always read over to the witness 
after it was written, before it was passed by; and 
I know there was no case in which a witness was 
refused permission to read, or to hear read, his 
deposition before he signed it. 

I wish the chairman to say what he understands 
to have been the course pursued by the committee | 
on these subjects. 

Mr. GRUNDY remarked that he would state 
all he recollected upon the two points referred to 
by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Ewine,] and | 
can make myself better understood by noticing, 
in the first place, the point last named. 

As chairman of the committee, the form of pro- 
ceedings seemed to devolve on me. I, of course, 
when e difficulty presented itself, consulted the 
other members. 

The practice in relation to the examination of a 
witness was this: When he presented himself, he 
was sworn. A question was then put to him bya 
member of the committee. I immediately stated 
to the witness that he was not then to answer, but 
might consider what his answer should be, until 
the clerk wrote down the question and read it to 
him. Afver the question was written and read by 
the clerk, the witness gave his answer, which was 
written down, and read to the witness and the 
committee, After the testimony of a witness was 
gone through, I stated to the witness, that if he 
was satisfied with his evidence as read to him, he 
could then sign his deposition; and if he did not 
feel satisfied, he could have it read to him by the 
clerk, or read it himself. In some few instances, 
where I was not sure that the answers of the 
witness, as written, conveyed his true meaning, [ 
named to the witness that he had better take the 
deposition and read it over himself before he 
signed it; and this was sometimes done. 

This practice, as I have stated it, was generally 
pursued; and I have no recollection of a departure 
from it in the case of Mr. Brown. Of one thing | 
1 am confident. No witness was ever refused 
an opportunity of reading his testimony, if he 
requested it. 

2d. As to the opportunity afforded to persons 
implicated or affected by testimony taken by the 
committee, this was, to my mind, a very delicate 
subject. To prevent the proceedings of the com- 
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rather than an inquiry, and at the same time to | 


Ph whe 6 


subject of frequent conversations among the mem- | 
bers. At last it seemed to be understood that I | 
might act upon that subject according to my own 
discretion, taking care that no anerees use should 
be made of any communication I might make for 
the purpose of obtaining the objects in view. 
Under the authority soa’ on me, | did not | 
feel willing to disclose what any particular witness 
had sworn; but stated, for instance, to Mr. Ree- | 
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to carry a daily mail from Bedford to Washington, 


for it; that the proofs taken did not show a per- | 


formance on his part; and if he would name any || 
Witnesses who could establish his performance, | 
they should be summoned. And in this way || 
witnesses were brought forward and examined | 
upon several cases investigated by the committee. || 

As to Mr. Brown’s transactions with Mr. Por- || 


ter, he did intimate a wish to know what had been | 
sworn by Mr. Porter. I stated I did not feel at | 
liberty to tell him; bot stated that I intended to | 
call on him as a witness, and hecould tell all about | 
it. 


would be disclosing the testimony of a particular 
witness; and, second, Mr. Porter and Mr. Brown 


¥ investigation. 


asked the witnesses to read, or hear read, their || 


Sagueney had such permission, and availed him- 
| sel 


mittee’ from assuming the character of a trial, || 


procure the introduction of testimony which might | 
place transactions upon their true ground, was a | 


side that the order of the Postmaster General was || 


My reasons for not stating to Mr. Brown | 
what Mr. Porter had sworn, were, first, that it || 7 
| then have my friends on this committee, appointed 


were the only persons who had a knowledge of | sources? Sir, I warn them again that the blood- 
the transactions; and I thought the surest way to | hounds of the political kennel, which is maintained 
arrive at the truth was to let each give his own || on the spoils of victory, will be let loose on their || to be due him upon a reinvestigation of his ac- 
| counts. Also, $5,015 62 to Nathaniel Niles, late 
| chargé to France, being an amount found to be 
| due him on the settlement of his accounts. The 


account, without knowing what the other had said. || trail, the moment they shall leave this city, and 

I will further add, that I was present at the | forego for six montifs longer an mepeeneny of 
examination of every witness, whose testimony \\ exposing every falsehood against t 

Pi was taken by the committee, during the whole || now hatched or undergoing the process of incuba- 


ii tion, ert, and resort to | 
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Mr. SOUTHARD remarked that he had a per- 
fect recollection that the witness referred to [Mr. 
Brown] did, on more than one occasion, read over 
the tesumony which he had given, as it was taken 
down by the clerk of the committee, and that he | 


also did, on one or more occasions, decline reading } 


it because it had been taken down as he wished it, | 
and had been read to him. 
every part of it, itwas his own fault. He was on | 
no occasion, in my presence, refused permission | 
to read it. ‘ 

This witness was never taken by surprise, so as 
to be obliged, on any point, to give an answer 
hastily. When he bad any hesitation, or desired 
to look at books or Papers, or refer to the officers 
of the department, he was permitted to do so, and 


of it; sometimes delaying an answer for one or | 
two days. And it also sometimes happened that 
he was directed by the committee to make exam- 
ination of papers and books, when he had not | 
expressed any desire to do so. 
Mr. ROBINSON said, as a meniber of the | 





Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, || 


indisposition had prevented him from being pres- 
ent during the whole of the investigation. But | 


upon no occasion, so far as came within his || 


knowledge, was any witrtss denied the privilege | 
of reading over his testimony after it was taken | 


down by the clerk, before the witness signed it; | 
and well recollects of many witnesses so doing. | 
Mr. CLAYTON said he had warned the mem- || 


bers of the committee not to suffer the opportuni- | 
ties which the session offered them to pass, without 


their unanimous contradiction, on the floor of the || 


Senate, of all such aspersions upon them, and mis- || 


representations of their conduct while engaged in || 


this investigation, as they had just exposed. He || 
had heretofore had some experience of the injus- || 
tice done to those who engage in such investiga- || 
tions. As a member of this committee during || 
the last session, he had concurred in the report of || 
the majority made near the close of that session, || 
and after the adjournment of Congress, he had || 
been astonished at the number and enormity of || 
the misrepresentations of the party press sustain- |, 
ing the department, arraigning the conduct of the | 
committee. But, sir, said he, at the last session a || 


_ committee had been appointed by the other House, || 


to reéxamine the matter we had inquired of while || 
the Senate’s committee was also directed to pro- |, 
ceed with their investigation; and, though grossly || 
traduced and calumniated as the committee was | 
ponsiing the last elections, by the party newspaper || 
press, for what had been done, yet I was content || 
to bear this abuse at the time, believing that justice || 
would eventually be done to us by an honest pub- | 
lic, when the result of the examinations of all par- 

ties should be fairly communicated to that public. | 


|Our report has been reéxamined, and the result || 


has been, that the different committees have now 
carried their condemnation of the conduct and |. 


/management of this department, far beyond the | 


point at which we had arrived last year, by that || 
investigation, for which we were so grossly calum- || 
niated by a portion of the newspaper press. What || 


has been the consequence to those who made the || 


last reports? Sir, even the majority of the com- 
in Pennsylvania; that the department had so paid || 


mittee in the other House, composed as it was | 
of the political friends of the Executive, had no | 
sooner presented their report, condemning the | 
outrageous misconduct of the Post Office Depart- | 
ment, than an attempt was made to denounce that || 
majority, and the conclusions to which the hon- || 
orable gentlemen who thus reported, had arrived, || 
were also declared to be the results of party disci- | 


| 


pline and party spirit. Yes, sir, the very men, 
who, it was confidently declared last year, would 
expose our errors, have confirmed our judgment; 
and though reluctantly driven to this result, a 
portion of the press has denounced them also as 
acting merely from party motives! What justice 


by a persecuted Senate, to expect from such | 





em which is 


Let them stand on the 








| their associates on the committee, as well as every 
| other source within their reach, for a justification 
| of their course, while they have an Opportunity to 
_do so. The moment the session closes, leave 
, them powerless and defenceless, while they pre- 

sent a shining mark for the envenomed shatfis of 


| the most rancorous and dangerous of all part 
If he did not read |, 


spirit—that party spirit, sir, which contends for 
| pay. 
| COMMUNICATION FROM WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a |et- 
ter from the War Department, transmitting a list 
of the persons employed in the Indian depart- 
ment under the act of 30th June last, for the year 
1834. Also, a report of Mr. Featherstonhaugh 
| who was charged with making a mineralogical 

and geological survey of the southwestern terrj- 
tory. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill making appro- 
priations for certain roads, and examinations, and 
| surveys for the peer 1835. 
| Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
| Public Lands, reported, without amendment, the 





| bill to establish a surveyor general’s office in IIli- 
nois and Indiana. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a bill from the House for 
the erection of a dry-dock for the naval service. 
|. Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 


| Pensions, reported the bills from the House 


granting pensions to Joseph Mead and William 
Lawrence, and reported that the bill granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Swain, and to restore to 
certain invalid pensioners the amount of pensions 
by them relinquished, ought not to pass. 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill making an ap- 
propriation for the support of the penitentiary of 
the District. 

Also, the bill to extend the charter of the Fire 
Insurance Company of Alexandria; 

Also, a bill for the relief of Elizabeth Wilson, 
Ann C. Wilson, and Malinda A. Campbell; 

Also, a bill to organize the several fire compa- 
nies in the District; and 

Also, a bill concerning the Orphans’ court of the 
county of Washington. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported unfavorably upon the bill 
for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Smith. 

He also reported a bill for the relief of the heirs 
of William Pollard. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Judiciary Committee, 
reported a bill to extend the patent of Robert East- 
man. . 

Mr. SHEPLEY, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported the bill from the House for the relief of 
Sarah H. B. Stith. 

Mr.SOUTHARD, from the Naval Committee, 
reported the bill from the House for the relief of 
Elizabeth Mays, without amendment. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 
Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 


nance, reported the bill from the House making 


appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year 1835, with 
sundry amendments. 

Mr. WEBSTER moved to take up the bill and 
agree to those amendments, to which he supposed 
there could be no objection, and leave others pro- 
posed by the committee, which were to strike out 
certain diplomatic appropriations, which might 


‘give rise to discussion, until progress had been 


made in its engrossment. 
The bill was then considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and the amendments reported by 


| the committee were severally agreed to. 


Mr. CLAY, by instruction of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, offered an amendment ap- 
ropriating $1,300 to pay John Randolph Clay, 
nited States chargé to Russia, the amount found 


amendment was agreed to, and the bill was then 
lail on the table. 
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| necessary after a while to build an additional wing 

' to the Capito! to hold them. These great abuses 
have their root and their origin in the appointment 
of these public printers, who are indefatigable in | 
their exertions to find out fat jobs for themselves 
for the vacation, and there can be no sort of doubt | 
that if this could have been foreseen by those who | 
passed the joint resolution in 1819, the proposi- 
tion would not have received the slightest coun- 
tenance. The committee of 1819 thought the | 

| expenditure then was large, and introduced that 
joint resolution as an experiment only, in the 
hope of correcting it. What would be the aston- 
ishment of the survivors of that committee, to see 
an expenditure of one hundred and forty or one 

| hundred and fifty thousand dollars a year founded 

|, on their act? ‘Theirastonishment would be exces- 
sive that we had not got rid of an experiment 
which had worked so contrary to their views and 
the perpetuity which has attended it. The House 
has thus far declined acting on their resolution, 





PUBLIC PRINTER. 


Mr. PRESTON moved that the Senate proceed 
to the election of a printer, on the part of the 
Senate, for the next Congress. ee 

Mr. CLAY said he had made some opposition 
to this motion on a former occasion, in the expect- 
ation that the House would, by this time, have 
chosen their printer. As they had not done so, 
he now waived any further objection to the pro- 

ding. 
ete BENTON said, he intended to move co- 
temporaneously for the consideration of his joint 
resolution to repeal the joint resolution of 1819. 

Mr. POINDEXTER hoped the Senate would 
not go to the consideration of the joint resolution ; 
he was fearful of three-hour speeches. 

Mr. PRESTON expressed his disposition to 
accommodate the gentleman from Missouri, but 
the resoMation for electing a printer was offered 
two weeks ago, and if the law was to be complied 
with, there was no fitter occasion for it than the 
present. He, therefore, persisted in his motion, | 
upon which 

Mr. WRIGHT demanded the yeas and nays; | 
which were ordered. 


Mr. BENTON said he had been quite unfortu- | 


now, would be an encroachment upon the rights 
of the next House, ought this branch to act in 
contradiction to them? Ought we not to postpone | 
that, which is in itself an evil, when so good an 


nate for two sessions past in his may ea competent to provide its own printer, and we can 
up his joint resolution. Last session he failed in | 
getting it up, and he was no more successful at | 
this. For when he introduced it, and it was re- 
ferred to acommittee, they reported it back again, 
saying there was no occasion toact upon it. Mr. 
B. said, being in the minority as he was here, and 
having twice exerted himself to geta decision from | t) receive the ink, stationery, or wood, that we 
the majority on the question of repealing the joint might provide them; and although they might ac- 
resolution of 1819, he now gave notice that we | quiesce in receiving it, yet, if they did not Jike it, 
had no right to go into this election; that all pro- ° 
ceedings under that statute are.as a dead letter; | 
and that, whatever we do with regard to the choice | 
of a printer for the next Senate, he considered as 
null and void, and that it would be the duty of the 
next Senate, unless they were disposed to acqui- 
esce in the choice, to disregard the election, and |. 
have their printing done as they shall think proper. 
He thought the course pursued in 1819 for the | 
purpose of having the printing done, was not the 
most advantageous for the country. We have. 
had lamentable proofs since of what it has cost us, | 
perhaps not less than $130,000 at the last session, | 
and the ingenuity of printers has been put to its ut- | 
most stretch to find out old objects for employment 
upon, the effect of which is to sustain party presses | 
duringalong vacation. Inthis,andinthisonly,the | 
election of a printer answers a good purpose. Gen- || 
tlemen have made, andare daily making,complaints | 
of abuses in other branches of the Government, 
when we have nooccasion to go out of ourown body 
to search forthem. They exceed here all the other 
branches of the Government put together, includ- 
ing the Post Office. When large objects come | 
forward with propositions to print, and inquiries 
are made as to their utility and expense, some gen- 
tlemen are always furnished with an answer, that 
it is to be done in so many days, and at such a | 
price, and when it is paid for, it sometimes amounts 
to one, two, three, and four times as much. He 
wished the Secretary would say what was the 
amount of the new appropriation for the printing 
of the Senate in the bill which had just been up, 
and whether for specific or general objects. 

Mr. HIUL observed that there was more than | 


time, to have the printing done by jobs. 


he wished his voice to go forth against it—that 
the next Senate were no more bound to receive a 
printer imposed upon them by us, than they were 


to a printer. 


Although the Senate is a permanent body, yet the 
persons employed by itare notso. Mr. B. said 


and if a disagreeable man should be imposed upon 
him by men who were just leaving their seats, 
every eflort should be made to rout him from his 
place. Aye, torout him from his place; and if that 
did not succeed, he would try to prevent his obtain- 
ing enormous jobs; and he now gave notice of that 
intention, so that no blame or censure could attach 
to that body. 

Mr. PRESTON said that when the joint reso- 


yractice has been to elect by ballot ever since. 

hatever doubt there may be as to theinterpreta- 
tion of the resolution of 1819, there can be none. 
as to that of 1829, because it reénacted that of 


printer who was to be elected by ballot. 


one item. : . _. || Sustained the principle of imposing a printer on the | 
9,00 read the amendment in the bill— | next session; and now, for the first time, is this | 


Mr. BENTON resumed. He believed we con- 
tended here, the other day, most manfully, from || that great abuses exist here, which are not ex- 
the morning till the stars appeared in the evening, | ceeded even in the Post Office. Great abuses no 
making head against an appropriation of some 
fifteen thousand dollars for the establishment of | 
branch mints. We fought manfully against an | 
®ppropriation which is intimately connected with 
the currency of the country, in which the people 
have a direct interest. But here appropriations of 
thirty or forty thousand dollars are made for print- 
ing, with scarcely an inquiry into the amount. 
And where are those books for which these enor- | 
mous expenditures are made? Piled up in your 
ante room against the wall. Too numerous to the same ratio. 
remove, and, like the Vicar of Wakefield’s picture, | 


ment. 


pind uy to be got up; there they liepiled up against |, it is necessary to appeal to cur common masters; | 
e wall, 
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and if that body has decided that to elect a printer | 


| example has been given us? The next Senate is | 


leave the Secretary of the Senate, in the mean | 
Mr. B. | 


considered the election now, as null and void, and | 


they might reject the whole of it. So with regard | 
if we should elect a man who might | 
be disagreeable to them, they might say they | 
would have no printer, or they would have their | 
printing done on contract of the Secretary, by job. | 


he, for one, would not submit to the imposition; | 


lution of the honorable gentleman was referred to | 
_ the Judiciary Committee, bis attention was turned | 
| to the history of the printing of Congress; and he | 
found that in 1819 a joint resolution was passed, 
| regulating permanently the mode of getting the | 
printing of the two Houses executed, so far as the 
prices were the subject of regulation; and the | 


1819, and required the panting to be done by a | 

The | 
practice, then, was of fourteen years’ standing; and | 
it was sustained by a joint resolution of the two. 
Houses. The gentleman from Missouri says that, document to be printed of some 4,000 pages, 3,500 
this Senate has noright to impose a printer on the || of which have been delivered. Now what use can 
next Senate; but in 1829 the honorable gentleman | 


practice pronounced illegal, and discourteous to | 
| that body. The honorable gentleman says, toc, | 
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the whole field of public epinion to them to op- 
erate in? The President and the House of Rep- 
resentatives each incur greater expenses for print- 
ing than we do. We are bound to send informa- 
tion of our doings to those who sent us here; it is 
extremely necessary. ‘The press is used for the 
pupose of sending abroad ex parte information, and 
we are bound tocounteract such proceedings. He 
was disposed to correct abuses here as much as any 
gentleman, and would be glad to see the public 
printing done independently of the public press of 
the country, and would gladly go for a public 
printing press, if it was practicable. The honor- 
able gentleman’s objection to electing a printer 
has a two-fold effect. First, that the printer 
solicits useless jobs; and second, that the Senate 
grants them, and that these abuses are the neces- 
sary consequences of electing a printer. If this 
be so he was willing to reform theevil. He would 
not vote for any measure, but upon a conscientious 
conviction that the public welfare required it. He 
was willing to reform at home first, and to begin 
upon his own friends too. But if gentlemen are 
willing to reform here, let them go to reform the 
executive printing; let them begin at the White 
Genmaed he would be very glad to see the honor- 
able gentleman’s talents in saving the money of the 
country employed in that quarter. It is proper, 
therefore, to proceed to this election now—the pres- 
ent printer has a large and expensive establish- 
ment—he has a large capital employed, and if he 
is not to be the printer, he ought to know it. But 
whether he is elected or not the successful person 
ought to make his arrangements—he did not know 
what the result might be, he hoped an individual 
of hia politics might be chosen, he trusted he 
would—but he wished it might be terminated in 
some way. 

Mr. BENTON said the plan he would propose 
for having the public printing done hereafter, was 
the one he should read. (Mr. B. then read a pas- 
sage from the report of the commitiee of 1819, in 
favor of the establishment of a national printing 
office.} This, he said, is the way the British Par- 
liament does its printing, and it is the best in the 
world. He said, when up before, that the abuses 
of printing in the Senate exceeded that of all the 
other departments of the Government, the Post 
Office included; and this is to be dated from the 
point at which we started. In 1819, the total for 
the Senate was $8,000, and for the Liouse $15,000. 
What is it now? Hedid not know, nor did he 
believe any body else knew. For here, in the 
general appropriation bill are some $20,000 for 
arrearages. hat is the increase of $120,000 be- 
yond $8,000? It is not quite 20 to 1, but it is 16 
or 17to 1. Now,in what department of the Gov- 
ernment will you find an increase of 16 or 17 fold? 
Mr. B. said the honorable gentleman from South 
Carolina wanted him to try to reform at the White 
House, or some of the other departments. But 
how should he succeed there, when all his efforts 
here, although aided by the influence of the gen- 
tleman, are so unsuccessful? If, with the assist- 
ance of those who preach retrenchment here, he 
could effect nothing, how could he do it there? 
Mr. B. said he had taken his stand upon the inher- 
ent right of each House to provide its printing, 
fuel, and stationery. Here we heve ordered a 


be made of it? He had not looked into it, and 
he had neither seen nor heard any reference made 
to it. No extra numbers of it have been struck 
off. Only a single copy for distribution among 
the members. And as regarded the documents, 
those of the last year, he believed, had never been - 
_ distributed yet; he never saw his quota, though 


doubt exist in every department of the Govern- || perhaps they may have been sent to him to Bt. 
But if the whole sum for printing here || Louis. 
were wasted and thrown away, it could not be || Post Office reports) will each member send away? 
compared to the abuses in the Post Office. But After sending some fifty or one hundred, the rest 
the increase in the whole expenditure of the Gov- || are an encumbrance on their hands. 
| ernment is in the same ratio as the increase here. | 
In 1819 it was from fifteen to twenty thousand | that he had another object in view in this move- 
dollars. Now strike out the printing of these land | 
office documents, and it is not double that cf 1829. | 
In other branches, the printing has increased in | 
But the Senate is in opposition to | 
the President and House of Representatives; and | 


And how many of these documents (the 


; The genile- 
man from South Carolina very candidly admitted 


ment—that he wished to keep up a partisan news- 
paper. Mr. B. said if he misunderstood the gen- 
tleman, he would yield the floor to be corrected. 

Mr. PRESTON said if printing was used else- 
where to sustain party presses, he would consider 
it but fair to elect a printer on the same ground. 


If we must go on in this way, it willbe '' and are we, then, to retrench here, and give up '' He wouid vote fora printer who corresponded in 
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intention of making jobs. 

Mr. BENTON resumed : Good! The honorable 
gentleman would do something here countervail- 
ing what was done elsewhere. He(Mr. B.) would 
wash foul linen for no party in the world. 
ruption exists among partisan printers, and the 
gentleman denounces it, and they are sustained by 
corrupt jobs, we will notcountenanceit. He(Mr. 
B.) came here in 1820, and the printing went on 
then as it did previously, and, therefore, he did not 
inquire into it. As regards the argument derived 
from the great expenses of the person whom the 


gentleman proposed to elect, what is it but an ar- , 


gument in favor of perpetuity of office? If he bas 


made his calculations upon the perpetuation of his || 


party, is that our concern? He was elected for 
two years and he has ao it, and it is not our 
affair? If his large establishment shall be paraded 
before us again next year, Mr. B. said he should 
pay no attention whatever to it. And ifgentlemen 
will put an officer upon the next Senate, not ac- 
ceptable to them, it will be the duty of the next 
Senate to vindicate itself. It is time for gentlemen 
to take warning now. 

Mr. PRESTON said he could not permit the 
honorable gentleman from Missouri to put him in 
a position to defend either here or elsewhere what 
he did not defend—he knew nothing at all about 
this land document. And if jobs have been im- 
properly given, the gentleman would not be more 
prompt than he was to correct it. Nor did he 
say that corruption would bear him out in corrup- 
tion. Mr. P. said wherever it existed, he was its 
enemy. But if the political complexion of the 
Senate be changed, who will gentlemen elect as 
their printer? A man opposed to the Executive? 
No. 


stitution. Certainly ithas. But it is competent 
for both Houses to fix certain principles by which 
such appointments shall be regulated, and that 
has been done for this case. He was in favor of 
a national printing office. But it was useless to 


think of it now—there was not time to matureand | 


effect such a thing at the present session. 

The question being on proceeding to the elec- 
tion, it was decided in the affirmative by the fol- 
lowing vote: 


YEAS—Meessrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, | 


Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsbo- 
rough, Hendricks,Kent, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, 
Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Preston, 
Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tom- 
linson, Tyler, Webster—27. 


NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, | 


Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of Sea 
Linn, McKean, Morris, Robinson, Ruggles, 


Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, Wright—18. || 


The Senate then proceeded to ballot for printer, 
when the following was the result: 


Gales & Seaton. ..ces...0 peeachbobesaae 12 
Blair eee ene eee ee ere ee ee ee renee ee eee seeeve 2 
Pe GHGS. viemeiesebdosue oe bas 6eeeD 
Blair Ge Mives. .. cis cccdsove bicndies daeeae 
SPURS, 6c vnwons 06 d0d 4 Sd eOeE Ube Se cae bees 2 


No person having received a majority of the 
whole number of votes, 

Mr. BENTON moved to postpone the subject 
to the first day of next session, and on that ques- 


tion demanded the yeas and nays; which were | 


ordered, and the question was determined in the 
negative by a vote of—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of Georgia, 


Linn, McKean, Morris, Robinson, Ruggles, | 


Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, Wright—18. 


Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Golds- 
borough, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Man- 
gum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Southard, Swift, 
Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster—28. 

The Senate then balloted eight times success- 
ively without effecting a choice. The ballots 
were as follows: 


8d. 3d. 4th. 5th. 6th. 7th. Sth. Oth. || 


Gales & Seaton..13 16 16 17 18 19 20 18 
Blair & Rives...16 13 17 12 16 14 13 16 
Dui Green..... i618 Bi Pi swe 
Blanka... .csecs ie ee eet Be. de ee 
Dire. Royall)...°0' 1 F bos Pea 


politics with himself, while others disavowed the 


If cor- | 


The gentleman says, each House has the | 
right to appoint its own officers, under the Con- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. __ 
sd the || Mr. POINDEXTER sted thatit 
be seen by ao Senator that we could not electa 


printer now. 


e would not make a motion, but || 


February 28, 


EXTER then suggested thatit must | A bill for the relief of Shubael Conant; 


A bill for the relief of Thomas Hubert; 
A bill for the relief of William Haskell, and 


he thought we had better postpone the matter till || others; 


Monday iext. 

The Senate then balloted five times successively, 
without making a choice. 
follows: 


10th. 11th. 12th, 13th. 14th. 


Gales & Seaton ,......22 23 20 22 22 
Blair & vO ces cik 17 13 ] 16 15 
Delt Gres oo scecccs 9 ay 7 8 
BONES Ss Cha wes o's bi 0c o 0 0 0 0 1 
Mrs. Royall........ . O 1 , SS 


Ween. ued....0 8 8 %F:. 7 
Mr. WRIGHT then moved that the subject be 


indefinitely postponed, and on the question, de- || 


manded the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
and are as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 


Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, King of || 


Georgia, Linn, McKean, Morris, Robinson, 
Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, 
Wright—18. 

NA YS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Clay, Clay- 
ton, Cuthbert, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsbo- 


rough, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Man- | 


gum, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, 


Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster— || 
29 


| So the question of postponement was disagreed 
to. 
The Senate then balloted three times more, 


when it appeared that Gales & Seaton received a | 


majority of the whole number of votes, and the 


were accordingly declared duly elected. The bal- | 


lotings were as follows: 


15th. 16th. 17th. || 


Baten Ge BaROB.nccccecscssscesse 28 37 
MEN 0 6hh0 60s edsns end 14 16 14 
Duff Green....... iene wile eine 7 6 3 


| William A. Rind....... 
EG. 4ccesskun 


cieeeek ae Q 2 
eccccccccccceens L 0 0 


House to the other, on the same day. 


After some opposition from Mr. EWING and | 


|Mr. WEBSTER, the motion was laid on the 
table, upon a division—ayes 21, noes 13. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the Sen- 
ate at four o’clock took a recess till half past five. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The following bills from the House were read 
twice, and ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time: 

A bill to continue in force for one year an act 
providing for certain invalid soldiers of the revolu- 


'| tionary war; 


A bill for the relief of John Stith; 
A bill for the relief of Henry Oxford; 
A bill authorizing the superintendent of Indian 
affairs at St. Louis, to employ a clerk; 
A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Baily C. Clark; 
A bill for the relief of Richard D. Archer; 
A bill authorizing the City Council of St. Augus- 
_ tine, in Florida, to widen a street; 
A bill authorizing the Secretary of State to issue 
letters patent to James Jones; 
A resolution directing a gold medai in commem- 
oration of the battle of the Cowpens, to be struck 
at the Mint of the United States; 


A bill amending an act for the construction of a | 
|| bridge across the Potomac; 
NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, || 


A bill authorizing the Governor of Michigan to 


sell certain lands belonging to the University of 


| that Territory. 
___A bill for the removal of the land office from 
| Wapahkonetta, to Lima, in the State of Ohio; 
A bill for the relief of George Duff; 
A bill for the relief of Robert Abbott, and the 
heirs of James Abbott, deceased; 
| A bill for the relief of Mervin P. Mix; 
A bill for the relief of E. R. Shubrick, of the 


| United States Navy; 


| A bill for the relief of Matthew C. Perry; 


| to Francis B. Ogden; 
' A bill for the relief of Sutton Stevens; 


The ballots were as || 








| Mr. BIBB then moved to rescind the joint rule | 
which prohibits the transmission of bills from one || 





A bill prescribing the punishment of consuls and 
commercial agents; 

A bill forthe relief of Stephen Smith and others: 

A bill for the relief of John Cullins; P 

A bill for the relief of Amasa A. Tifft; 

A bill for the relief of Harvey Reynolds; 

A bill forthe relief of Isaac Janvier; 

A bill for the relief of Simeon Meachum; 

A bill to change the time of holding the district 
court in the western district of Virginia; 

A bill for the relief of David Kincaid; 

A bill for the relief of Theodore Owens; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Aaron Smith; 

A bill for the relief of Job Barton; 7 

A bill for the relief of Riddle, Becktel, and 
others; 

A bill to refund certain duties to Richard But- 
man, of the schooner Brandywine; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thomas Clement; 

A bill for the relief of John J. Avery; 

A, bill for the relief of Nathaniel Tyler; and 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Butler. 


REPORTS FROM JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 
Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 


| Judiciary, reported a bill from the House author- 


izing the district court for the District of Colum- 
ae to hold special sessions for the trial of crimi- 
nals; 

A bill for the removal of the district court from 
Natchez, to Jackson, in the State of Mississippi, 
was read a second and third time, and passed. 

The above bills were afterwards read a third 
time, and passed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


— following bills were read, and laid on the 
table: 

A bill for the relief of Charles Caldwell; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Hunt; 

A bill for reviving an act in favor of the officers 
and soldiers of the Virginia line, in the revolu- 
tionary war; 

A bill for the relief of James Tuttle; 

A bill for the relief of Commodore Isaac Hull; 


The following bills were indefinitely postponed: 
A bill for the relief of Josiah Westlake; 

A bill for the relief of John Dahl; 

A bill for the relief of William Slacum; 

A bill for the relief of David Weaver; 


and 
A bill for the relief of Samuel H. Doxey. 


A bill for the relief of John Herrick; 





A bill for the relief of Job Wood; 
A bill for the relief of William O’Neal and 





A bill for the relief of James Young; and 


A bill authorizing the issuing of letters patent 


Robert Morris were each read three times and 
passed. 
FAC SIMILE OF WaSHINGTON’S ACCOUNTS. 


The bill making provisions for printing the fac 
simile accounts of General Washington was laid 
on the table—15 to 13. 


ANDREW ARMSTRONG. 


_ charged from the further consideration of the 


papers of Andrew Armstrong. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

The following resolutions were offered: 

By Mr. BENTON: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be di- 
rected to report a plan with an estimate of the 
expense, at the commencement of the next Con- 
gress, for establishing a printing office and book 
bindery at the seat of Government, to do all the 
printing for the two Houses of Congress, and for 
all the departments of the Government, Post Office 
| included. 

By Mr. SMITH: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
, and is hereby authorized to employ Samuel S. Os- 
good, of Boston, Massachusetts,to paint a portrait 
of Lafayette from the full length in the House 
_of Representatives, corresponding to the one of 
| George Washington, by Peale; provided that the 
' cost of the same does not exceed the sum of ——— 


The Committee on Naval Affairs were dis- 
| 





——— 
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Senate. 
By Mr. WEBSTER: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate pre- 


and number of officers, agents, contractors, and 
other persons within the employment of the Gov- 
ernment, with the compensation and emoluments 
of each, as published in the Register of the year 
1823 and 1833, and that there be number 
of copies printed for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia: 

Booleed, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to the Senate Colonel Long’s 
Report of his late reconnoissance of a route fora 
railroad from Memphis, Tennessee, to Augusta, 
Georgia. And if it be not sent to the department 
during the present session, that it be sent to the 
Secretary of the Senate during the recess, and 
that it be then printed under his directions for 
the use of the Senate with the accompanying maps 
if any. 

Mr. BIBB gave notice that he would offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be reprinted for the use of 
the Senate the usual number of the Journals of 
the Senate up to the 4th of March, 1815, and also 
so much of the Executive Journal as is made 
public, in separate volumes. 


The Senate then, at nine o’clock, adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 28, 1835. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Postmaster General, transmitting a list 


of the clerks employed in his department for the |) 


year 1834, which, 
On motion of Mr. CONNOR, was laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. 
SENATE BILLS. 
A bill from the Senate to provide for the settle- 
ment of the claim of Mary O’Sullivan was read 
twice and committed. 


The following bills from the Senate were read | 


the third time and passed: 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to compromise the claims allowed by the 
Commissioners under the treaty with the King of 
the Two Sicilies, concluded on the 14th October, 
1832; and 

A bill further to extend the time allowed for the 
execution of the duties of the Commissioners to 
carry into effect the treaty with France. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 

Mr. HAWES, from the Select Committee on 
the West Point Academy, asked the consent of 
the House to submit a resolution for the printing 
of five thousand copies of the report of said com- 
mittee. / 

Objection being made, 

Mr. HAWES moved to suspend the rule; which 
was negatived—yeas 72, nays 98. 


LEMUEL TANNER. 


on Private Land Claims, reported, without amend- 
ment, a bill from the Senate for the relief of Lemuel 
Tanner, assignee of Pierre Dufresne; which was 
read a third time and passed. 


RAILROAD THROUGH THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. BOON, from the Committee on the Public | 


Lands, reported, with an amendment, the bill from 
the Senate, authorizing the construction of the 
Leavenworth and other railroads through the 
public lands. 

The amendment was agreed to, ordered to be 
Sonat, and the bill ordered to be read a third 
ime. 

JOHN DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. GILMER, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported the bill from the Senate for the 
elief of John Dougherty, without amendment. 

The bill was then read a third time and passed. 

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 

The motion made yesterday to print three thou- 
sand extra copies of the report made by Mr. Bin- 
wey, from the Select Committee on Weights and 
Measures, was considered and agreed to. 


THE C 


dollars, to be paid out of the contingent of the | 


SURVEYS OF RAILROADS. 


1 The motion made yesterday to print two thou- 
| sand extra copies of the report from the War De- 
L | partment, relative to the surveys of railroads, 
pare a comparative statement showing the names || made in part, between the Mississippi and the 
| Atlantic, was taken up. 1] 


Mr. GAMBLE moved to amend the motion by 
| substituting five thousand for two thousand copies; 
| which was agreed to; when the proposition was 
| adopted. 


JUDICIAL LIMITS. 


| rial of the members of the Baltimore bar, remon- 
| strating ‘against the passage of the bill which 
| originated in the Senate, remodeling the judicial 


|| limits of the United States; which was committed 


| to a Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union, and ordered to be printed. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


| Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to postpone the | 
| orders of the day for the purpose of executing the | 


| special order; which was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the House | 


| then resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union, (Mr. Mason, of Vir- 
ginia, in the chair. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that it was his object 
| to avoid debate on this question; if we were to have 
| peace with them, which he sincerely hoped and 


| expected, the less that was said the better; if war, | 


| the next Congress would have enough to say upon 
that great question. As to the first resolution he 
| cared not for the form, provided the substance 
could be preserved, and the rights and honor of 
| the country maintained. He would concur in 
| any modification which the House might deem 


He should also, to secure unanimity, 


| expedient. 


| disembarrass the question of our relations with || 
France by relieving gentlemen from the miserable || 


sees concerning the Bank of the United States. 


is sole motive in introducing that subject was | 


to show, not only to this country, but to France, 


| 
. : : 
| that, if driven into a war, we had the means of 


| carrying it on without recourse to taxes or loans. 
| He proposed that the third resolution declaring 
| that preparation ought to be made should be laid 


| fective course. 
| the fortification bill, when returned from the Sen- 


| tw@ millions for the navy, in case it should be- 





| gress. 


| ment, 
| resolutions would meet the approbation of the 
H 


the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams. 


| LENG, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
were then read as follows: 


‘ fied by both Governments. 





** Resolved, That preparation ought to be made | 
‘to meet any emergency growing out of our rela- 


The substitute proposed by Mr. JOHN Q. 


| ‘tions with France.” 
| ADAMS was then also read, as follows: 
| 


‘* Resolved, That the rights of the citizens of the | 
‘United States to the indemnity from the French 
‘ Government, stipulated by the treaty of the 4th 
‘of July, 1831, ought in no event to be sacrificed, 
‘abandoned, or impaired by any consent or acqui- 
* escence of the Government of the United States. 

2. ** That if the President of the United States 
‘ should, during the interval before the next ses- 
‘sion of Congress, deem it not incompatible with 
‘the honor and interest of the United States to 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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| upon the table, as he designed to take a more ef- | 
He should offer an amendment to || 


appropriating one million for the army and || 


| come necessary before the next meeting of Con- 
This he understood would be all that was 
| required by the executive branch of the Govern- 

With these modifications he hoped the 


ouse. 
Mr. SPEIGHT called for the reading of the 
|| resolutions presented by the Committee on For- | 
eign Affairs, together with those submitted by 


| & Resolved, That it would be incompatible with | 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON, from the Committee || ‘ the rights and honor of the United States further 
‘to negotiate in relation to the treaty entered into 
‘by France on the 4th of July, 1831, and that || 
‘this House will insist upon its execution as rati- 


‘* Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Af- 
‘fairs be discharged from the further consideration 
‘of so much of the President’s message as relates 
‘to commercial restrictions, or to reprisals on the 
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‘resume the negotiations with the French Govern- 
‘ment, he be requested so to do. 

3. ‘* That no legisiative measure of a character 
‘or tendency hosule towards the French nation, 
‘is necessary or expedient at this time.”’ 

Mr. ADAMS said he wished the resolutions to 
be taken up and considered seriatim. 

The CHAIR [Mr. Mason] suggested that the 
latter mode would be for the gentleman to with- 


| draw all but the first resolution for the present. 


Mr. ADAMS said it was a matter of indifference 


|, to°him what was the mode, so that action was had 
Mr. HEATH, on leave, presented the memo- | 


upon each of his resolutions. He did not wish to 
bring this committee to a determination to vote 
en masse upon the resolutions of the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, or upon his 
own, and therefore, pursuant to the suggestion 
_ from the Chair, he would move his first resolution 
as a substitute for the first resolution of the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

The CHAIR therefore informed the House the 
| question would be put in that form. 

Mr. ADAMS wished to state as briefly as he 
could the reasons which urged him to present his 
| own resolutions for adoption in preference to those 

reported from the majority of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
He objected to the first resolution, because he 
|| did not think the state of the country, and the 
relations existing between the United States and 
'| France were such as to make a declaration proper 
that no further negotiation should take place. Ne- 
gotiation was the instrument of peace between na- 
tions, and it was unanimously acknowledged that 
the instant nations said they would no longer ne- 
| gotiate, the only alternative, compatible with the 
| honor of nations, was war. He did not think, 
| therefore, that negotiation ought to be foreclosed; 
much less did he think it proper for that House to 
declare that there should be no further negotiation 
on thesubject. Why, negotiations implied no con- 
| cession on the part of either House, and for that 
reason his resolution was drawn in such a manner 
as to declare in the most positive manner on the 
part of the House that no concession should be 
made upon this subject. [Mr. A. here quoted his 
|| first resolution. } ese then the ground was taken. 
| Here was a declaration of peace to the world, that 
in reference to that treaty the United States would 
take nothing less than an absolute and complete 
fulfilment, as far as was possible in the nature of: 
things to obtain it. ‘To that determination he for 
|| one was willing to acquiesce, and he hoped that 
|| House was willing to acquiesce. And if sucha 
| determination should not be sufficient to effect a 
|| conciliation, and to preserve peace with France, 
| he was willing also to take the hazard of war. 
| He regarded the interest and the honor of the coun- 
|| try at stake upon this Pare and he would call 
upon gentlemen to reflect that the question was 
very different from what it was before the treaty 
| was made. It was nota question whether your 


] || citizens were entitled to this indemnity or whether 
| The resolutions offered by Mr. CAMBRE- 


| they should receive it or not; it was a question 
whether this country would hold France to the 
| sanctity and obligation of the treaty that had been 
made with her. It was also a totally different 
question from any that had ever existed upon this 
subject before the conclusion of the treaty. Be- 
fore the conclusion of the treaty, these claims were 
| unsettled and uncertain. The French Government 

had never admitted or recognised them.” The 
| amount was also uncertain. The treaty in fact 
|| was acompromise, and a most liberal compromise, 
/although the President himself has told us that 
that indemnity or compensation was not adequate 
to the amount of the losses. Now when the in- 
demnity was expressly stipulated by that depart- 
ment of the French Government, authorized by 
its Constitution to make treaties, and to pledge 
| the faith of the nation to all foreigners, the ques- 
|| tion for us was not whether we should get this 
| amount of money in behalf of our fellow-citizens, 
| but whether we should suffer the nation that had 
| made this treaty with us to violate it. This she 
| would do if we did not take the right ground and 
assert what was just. There was now no ques- 
tion as to the justice of the claims, because the 
| Government of France had admitted them. There 
| was no question as to the amount, because that 
‘| was admitted also. The only question was, 
‘whether you would hold a foreign nation to its 
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engagements, whether those engagements were 
beneficial to youor not. What would be thecon- 
sequences if you gave it up—if you compromised 
io the value of a cent? Why, that every foreign 
nation would consider herself at liberty to sport 
with all treaties she might make with you. You 
would never have any security, and the most 
solemn pledges would be set at naught; whatever 
engagements any foreign Power might enter into, 
if it suited her interest she would feel herself au- 
thorized at any moment to set them at defiance. 

This subject, as it was presented to Congress 
at the commencement of the session by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, was also in an entirely 
different position from that in which it now stood. 
The President presented the subject to us, and 
recommended that in the event of the French iegis- 
lative Chamber refusing, at their next session, to 
make the appropriation parr to carry the 
treaty inte eflect, letters of reprisal should be is- 
sued. Mr. A. had before said in that House that 
whatever might be said of the imprudence of that 
recommendauon, the opinion of mankind would 
ever be that it was high-spirited and lofty, and 
such as became the individual from whom it ema- 
nated. He said it now, and he repeated, that it 
was theattitude which that Chief Magistrate would 
bear before the world, and before mankind, and 
before ail posterity. 

it has been supposed that because he (Mr. A.) 
had said that, that he was in favor of the measure 
recommended by the President; but he had ex- 
plained at the time, most explicitly and distinctly, 
that he was not, and that he considered it as impru- 
dent. Had he been one of the President’s constitu- 
tional advisers, he should have recommended a dif- 
ferent course; and yet, at this day, he did not know 
but that the counsel by which the President had 
been advised, would not be preferred. Mr. A. did 
not know but that he might ultimately be called 
upon, by circumstances, to recall even thatopinion, 


that the measure was an impradent one; for who | 


could tell what the next despatch might contain? 
Some suppose that the President’s message would 
have the effect of preventing the appropriation of 
money from being made by the French Chamber. 
Uthers, however, supposed that it would ultimately 
etfectit. Mr. A. was no prophet, and could not pre- 


tend to say what the effect of it would be, but he | 


did say, thet that which at first view appeared im- 


prudent, was sometimes nothing more than be- | 


coming firmness and boldness. At that time he 
perceived there was a great strife between the two 
parties of this country, to whom, if the appropria- 
tion should be made by the French Chamber, the 
credit would be due. He found ina paper, well 
known to be friendly to the Administration, the 
Globe of this city, the following comment upon 
some recent news from France: 


*©A friend in New York writes us a letter of 


* 


congratulation on the prospects which the late 
news has opened on the country; and in concla- 
sion, says: * The Opposition seem confounded this 
morning, and even the most desperate in their ranks 
say the President has had the good fortune to take 
the right course in this matler. Chance has had no 
hand in it, my friend; it is parcel of his great, fair, 
and clear course.’ ”’ 

W hat says another paper of a different descrip- 
tion, the Natienal Inteiligencer? ** The complex- 
‘ion of the news from France is more and more 
* favotable to the preservation of peaceful relations 
‘between that country and this; which, as we 
“believe it to be now sincerely the desire of the 
‘discreet men of all parties in this country, will, 
‘we are persuaded, be universally acceptable to 
‘our readers. The latest date of papers which 
‘had reached France from America, at the last 
*accoutts, was the 25thof December. The report 
‘of the Foreign Relations Committee of our Sen- 
‘ate was made on the 6th January; and it was 
‘definitively acted upon on the 14th of the same 
‘month. We scarcely entertain a doubt that, on the 
‘arrival in Paris of authentic accounts of those pro- 
* ceedings, the bill of indemnity will be promptly acied 
* upon, and the treaty carried into full effect.” 

Well, which of the parties was to have the 
‘‘glory ’*? of this appropriation, if it should be 
made? He, for one, was in the position of inde- 
pendence, ** where Whigs were called Tory, and 
‘Tory called Whig.”’ He could not help express- 


~_* *f © & & & 
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strongest and profoundest feelings of respect and 
affecuon, that whichever of those two parties | 


should attain that glory, of obtaining the appro- || 


priation of the money and the fulfilment of the | 
treaty, we, (said Mr. A.,) alas, must go without 

any share of it! We mustcontent ourselves with | 
clapping our hands, and shouting hosannas to the | 
President of the United States for his bold and 
intrepid spirit, or to the Senate! He (Mr. A.) had 
been for five or six weeks entreating that House 
to call upon their Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to make a report; to take the subject up, 
and to deliberate upon it; and he could not help 
believing that if they had so taken up the sub- 
ject, if it had so pleased them at an earlier period 
of the session to deliberate upon it, they too might 
have shared a little of the glory of obtaining that 


same appropriation; if, at all events, it should be | 


obtained. But there they were, on the last days 
of the session, obliged to deliberate upon this sub- 


ject with a crowd of other important business || took fire. 


before them pressing for action, and upon which 
they must act. Permit him to say this was to 
him a painful and melancholy circumstance, and 
was one of the reasons why he objected to another 
part of the resolutions of the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, viz: ** that this 
House will insist upon the execution of the treaty 
as ratified by both Governments.”?’ Upon what 
could that House insist? In four days from that 
time, that House would be numbered with the 


dead, and that Hall would be the property of their | 


successors. And what could the present House do 


in the way of insisting upon the execution of the | 
treaty, the fulfilment of which depended upon the | 
action of a foreign Government four thousand 


miles off? What could that House do? 


They 


would be followed by successors there, and many | 


of the States would meet with heavy losses, in 


members of as pure hearts andas bright intellects— | 
by which he did not mean to say that he always | 


agreed with them—but, he weuld say, they were 


men of as pure hearts and as bright intellects as | 
How did they | 


any that existed in this nation. 
know what their successors would do? How did 
they know what their successors would insist 
upon? or what they would be disposed to concede? 


That part of the resolution of the gentleman from | 


New York appeared to Mr. A., therefore, to be 
inconsistent, or to mean nothing. That House 


could insist upon nothing after its own term of | 


service should expire. But the same idea which 
the gentleman had thus expresséd was intended 


to be expressed by Mr. A. in that resolution, | 
which says **that the rights of the citizens of | 


the United States to the indemnity, &c., ought, in 


no event, to be sacrificed, abandoned, or impaired, || 


* by any consent, or acquiescence of the Govern- 
* ment of the United States.’’ 

It was, therefore, upon these two grounds that 
he objected to the first resolution ot the gentle- 
man from New York. 
foreclosed all negotiation. 
it asserted something that seemed to him to im- 
ply that that House would have a power to act on 
the subject; it went to pledge that House, when 
every one knew that that House was entirely in- 
adequate to act upon it. 

A word more upon the propriety of negotia- 


tion, for although he had offered the first resolution || 


only as a substitute for the one proposed by the 


gentieman from New York, the second resolution | 


of Mr. A. not only did not countenance the idea of 
excluding all] negotiation, but it proposed to recom- 
mend to the President of the United States, always 


in the event of his not deeming it incompatible with | 


the honor and interests of the country, to resume 
negotiation. Mr. A. would adhere and cling to the 
idea of negotiation, because, as he remarked before, 
negotiation was the only way by which peace 
could be preserved and maintained. Lethim say, 
that his second resolution was drawn with that 
official respect which was due to the Chief Magis- 


trate of the country. And with that sentiment at | 


the bottom of his heart, and which he had expressed 
with respect to the President’s recommendation 
of reprisals, let him say that one idea of proposing 
his second resolution, was because he thought the 
President himself had expressed himself rather 
too unfavorably of the continuance of negotiation. 
Mr. A. thought the Chief Magistrate of this coun- 


ing his regret to the House, for which he had the '' try ought never to say he would not negotiate '' our other foreign trade. A declaration of war, 


The first was, that it || 
The second, because | 
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with a foreign nation. But events had occurred 

since that message which,in Mr. A.’s opinion, ren- 
dered it further necessary that the House should 
express its opinion upon this subject; he alluded 
| particularly to the correspondence presenied a 

few days ago. It was natural enough that acrent 

excitement should ensue upon the reception of the 
| President’s threat of reprisals in France. Tie 

King of the French did not, however, appear to 
| be dissatisfied with it at all. He was only dissat- 

isfied with the language used towards his Minis. 
ter; because in the message it was strongly inti- 
mated that the Minister had not done that which 
he had promised to do, viz: to bring the subject 
before the Chamber of Deputies at their first 
meeting, and in time for the result of their delib- 
erations to be known before the assembling of 
Congress. it was alleged he had promised this, 


| 
| 


proach, personal to himself, the King of the French 


and had not done it; and it was upon this re- 
| 


Mr. A. here made sundry references to 
| the despatches of Mr. Livingston and the confer- 
| ences held by him with Admiral de Rigny, the 
|| Minister for Foreign Affairs, and said, the affair 
|| seemed something of the character of a petty 
| pique between the President of the United States 
and the King of the French. 

Mr. A. said he was somewhat alarmed when he 
saw it stated in the public papers that Mr. Liv- 
ingston had quitted France, because if we should 
come to blows, France would say that we were 
the first to strike. A Minister must always remain 
till he received an order for his departure, either 
from his own Government, or from that to which 
he is sent. To go to war now would be like two 
boys standing before each other with clenched 
fists, and each daring the other to strike. If we 
did go to war with France upon this subject, his 
word for it, it would all end in an expenditure of 
millions upon millions of treasure, and oceans of 
blood, and we should then be asking, each other 
|| who struck the first blow. Mr. A. further re- 
marked on the impolicy of sending a frigate for 
Mr. Livingston, which, he maintained, would be 
considered in the light of a declaration of hostil- 
ities by France. He said he should not be at all 
surprised if the French Government detained her. 
Mr. A. concluded by remarking thet he had not 
said one tenth part of what the subject would sug- 
gest to him, but at this late period of the session 
he would not trespass upon the House at greater 
length. 

Mr. ARCHER was opposed to both the resolu- 
| tions, considering the effect of each would be the 

same as that of breaking off all further negotiation. 
| The resolutions of the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, Mr. A. regarded in the light 
of a menace as much as the message of the Pres- 
ident of the United States at the commencement 
| of the session, threatening France with reprisals. 
| Still he thought these resolutions more consistent 
than those of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
because they were more open. Was the country 
prepared for so determined a measure? Wouid 
| the circumstance justify it? What would be the 
effects? These were questions that every man 
should put to himself. Mr. A. referred to the 
naval power of France. She had three hundred 
and one vessels of war, including forty-four ships 
of the line, forty frigates, and a very large num- 
ber of steam war vessels. Contrast this with the 
condition of the American navy. He had con- 
versed with many naval officers who had assured 
him that a war on the ocean with France would 
be far more hazardous than with England, monarch 
of the sea, as she called herself. She had, besides, 
an army of four hundred thousand men, in the 
| finest state of discipline, and kept ready for action 
at almost a moment’s warning. But what could 
| we promise ourselves by going to war? Could we 
| subdue France? He would not conceive a war 

with France, though the gentleman from Massa- 
| chusetts seemed to say that the President's in- 
structions to Mr. Livingston amounted to a dec- 
laration of war. 

Mr. ADAMS explained. 

Mr. ARCHER resumed by showing the great - 
| sacrifice to trade and commerce by non-intercourse. 

The exports and imports to France, each averaged 
| about fourteen millions of dollars annually, all of 
| which would be destroyed, besides jeoparding all 
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he would admit, would not destroy this trade, but | 
it would throw it into the hands of two countries | 
ossessing a large commercial marine, England | 
and Holland. In ports where whole forests of | 
American masts were now seen there would be | 
scarcely a single ship owned by native Americans. | 
If we declared that we would have no further | 
negotiation, coupled with the recall of our Minister, 
it would be tantamount to a declaration of war. | 
And for what? For what was considered almost ] 
a desperate debt of five millions, most of which || 
had been long ago transferred from the original | 
creditor at some two or three shillings in the pound. || 
Were two ancient allies to bring upon themselves 
all the dreadful and horrible consequences of a | 
war, a war that for consequences and dire calam- | 
ities would be unequalled in the page of history | 
upon 80 paltry a ground. The case was dispro- | 


portionate with the effects, and had no prototype | 
in the whole annals of the civilized world. It 
would be quixotic, and even romance scarcely 
presented a precedent, unless that of Sir Lucius \| 
O’Trigger. e were going to plunge intoa war, | 
not only with the greatest Power in the world, but | 
with-one also with which we were united by long | 
bonds of friendship, to sustain the national glory | 
and honor? No; forthe paymentof a paltry sum || 
of money, two-thirds of which the opposite party | 
were willing atonceto pay. It was ironically said 

that ‘‘discretion was the better part of valor,’ | 
but it did not thence follow that rashness was the | 


best proof of it. If a giant struck him, was he || 


to rush upon him in return when he was certain | 
to be crushed to atoms? He denied that national | 
honor was yet involved in the question; and if it | 
was, could it be best maintained by bravado, vio- | 
lence, and intemperance? 
Mr. A. then maintained that the treaty was in- | 
complete, because all the forms required under the 


French charter had not been complied with. The | 
Constitution of the United States vested the treaty- | 


making power in the Executive, but if he made a 
treaty involving an appropriation, it would be in- 
valid till passed in the House of Representatives 
of Congress. All appropriations must emanate 
from the popular branch of the Government, and | 
the same was the casein France. The Represent- 
atives of the people held the purse strings. Sup- | 
pose the President of the United States made a 
treaty, and that treaty involved an appropriation, 
and that House-refused to pass the bill for the | 
purpose, would there be any breach of national | 
faith? None. But he would say, he had rather 
that not only five millions, but five hundred mil- | 
lions should be sacrificed, rather than plunge the | 


country into the calamities that must inevitably | 


ensue from the course he reprobated. 
Mr. A. said he had just been informed that ad- 
vices had arrived to-day, from France, which gave 





strength to the hope heretofore entertained that || 


our affairs in the French Chambers had resulted | 
favorably. He would ask the gentleman from 
New York, if, undersuch circumstances, he would 
deem his resolution either expedient or politic? | 


The gentleman from Massachusetts said something | 


about fear. 
Mr. ADAMS remarked, that the whole of the 
gentleman’s argument was fear. 


Mr. ARCHER admitted it. He feared the) 


dire calamities that would fall upon us, by adopt- | 
ing the course recommended in both series of the | 
resolutions presented that morning. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, as the gentleman 
had referred to some recent advices, he should be 
glad to be informed of their purport. 

Mr. ARCHER understood the project of a law 
presented by tne Minister of Finance to the 
French Chambers had been referred to the Bu- 
reau, or Standing Committee of the Chamber. 

Mr. A. then alluded to the reference often 
made by nations to neutral Powers, when ques- 
tions of territory, &c., were involved, in proof that | 
this subject might, also, without infringing on | 
national honor, be in a like manner disposed of. 
What had we to fear from negotiation or to arbi- 
tration? Nothing. He believed we should lose 





no portion of the money; but on the contrary, he | 


should expect a great deal more would be asked, 
and obtained. He wanted France and the world 
to see that nothing had been left undone on our 
part to prevent a resort to arms; and that if we 
were forced to it, we should go into it with clean 
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hands. Heapplauded the spirit of the gentleman 


| A. came there not to exalt the honor of that indi- 


| tention, nor had it been his habit, to trespass long 


|| did not, the mode and time of asserting our rights 
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what did he think reasonable time to negotiate? 
A quarter ofa century he thought not long enough. 
Would he say how long would be long enough— 
would one hundred and twenty-five years be long 
enough? Mr. B. said he was willing, if we had 
acted hastily, to withdraw—negotiate again. But 
before he entered again into a settlement, he 
wished to know how we would do. [twas nota 
claim ofthe Government which (he said) he wished 
| might live forever. It was the claim of individ- 
uals, most of whom (he said) were dead and gone, 
| and most of their descendants likewise. If we 
wait much longer, we shall also be dead and gone; 
then he supposed there would be an end of the 
matter so far as we are concerned at least. Mr. 
B.’s colleague said, if we waited longer we could 
have done much better—get much more. Mr. B. 
|| said he wished to be serious, and was so, but 
|| his colleague reminded him of a case (he would 
not give the names) he knew of. An old gentle- 
with considerable animation. | man had a daughter who remained single till she 
Mr. PATTON addressed the House, at con-| was forty-five, when she then thought proper to 
siderable length, in reply to Messrs. Ancuer and || marry, and did so. Her father objecting to the 
Pickens, and gave the views which had governed |' match, said if Peggy had not been in such a hurry 
him in relation to this subject, both in the Com- || she might have done very well. The gentleman 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, (of which he was a asks if we really would go to war for five millions 
member,) and in the House. He did not fully || of dollars? Many asuit is brought when the cost 
concur in all points with either of the series of | is more than the demand. Willa man fight if you 
resolutions. Mr. P. read a resolution which he | spit in his face? Suppose the case of my colleague 
had prepared on the subject, with a view of offer- | —but the case is not supposable—yet if it were 
ing it to the House. It would be seen that it was | supposable—and should a man spit in the face of 
declarative of the validity of our claim, and pre- | my colleague, would he wash his face and aay it 
served the principles advocated by the gentleman || was not worth resenting? In sucha case it would 
from Massachusetts. It was also, he thought, | generally be cheapest with most if they would 
couched in as strong terms as that gentleman wash it off, and be cleaner than they were before. 
should require. In almost every case it would be best, but for one 
[The great length of Mr. Parron’s remarks pre- | thing—the next neighbor standing by and seeing 
cludes even a synopsis; but we hope to givethem we had submitted to that, would do another anda 
| at length as soon as they can be prepared. } | much greater indignity to us when it served his 
Mr. BOULDIN said he hada few remarks to turn to do so. We were reminded in the French 
make on the subject. He said it was not hisin- Chambers that we had taken the like from others, 
why notfrom them? Hesaid that he agreed with 
| on the time of the House. He wished to hear || the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Avams} 
| what were the views of every member, and sup- || that his colleague’s argument was made up of 
posed that every member wished to understand | fear. Did his colleague read the debates in the 
| the opinion and feelings of every one on the floor | French Chambers, and did he not see that the 
| upon a subject of such magnitude. He would not | most talented men in the Opposition then relied 
at any time trespass on the patience of the House, mainly that we were a money-loving, money- 
much less would he at this time, looking to the getting people, and would never spend one hun- 
magnitude of this question, and the great press of | dred millions to obtain five? He knew it was al! 
| other business that must bedone in theshorttime | a fetch—heasked his colleague's pardon—he knew 
| left of this session. Ele thought there was but one there was no fear in him. 
| question before this House and this nation in rela-| The French and his colleague, he thought, were 
tion to this subject, that was to be determined at |, both mistaken. He said he heard with pleasure 
thistime. The question whether thisdebt secured | and pride for his country and his colleague, when 
| by this treaty to be paid would be abandoned or || he spoke of our commerce, covering with unnum- 
| insisted on; other questions: had been suggested | bered millions every sea. He asked if we obtained 
_in France and in this country; but no other ques- | that commerce, or the protectien of it, by fear; by 
tions had been made here. The President had | arguments, such as his colleague had advanced ? 
advised means under certain contingencies. But || We had a name in the world, as a nation, of 
no other question had been raised by the consti- | which every American was proud. We had a 
| tuted authorities of this country but this: Shallthe | respect in the eye of all nations, which had not 
debt be abandoned or not? He said this was a | failed to be acknowledged by them. Did we ac- 
very material question to be decided. The debates quire this by arguments and practices bottomed 
in the French Chamber of Deputies showed that || on considerations of fear? When we were ac- 
| much reliance was placed on the belief that this quiring this, did we show to the world that we re- 
| country would not insist in the last event upon the garded more our personal security than our rights 
payment of this money. It was, in his opinion, | and our honor? Did we then consider whether 
a very natural inquiry, and was the anxious | our ducks or our barns werein danger? Far from 
inquiry of this country and France. He said it) it. Did the gentleman himself—and he says he 
was fit that we should answer to4t. If weaban- thinks the nation’s honor is his own honor, and 
doned the claim there was an end to it. If we| would defend and maintain them both by the 
same means—when he was acquiring that respect 
and esteem which he so securely maintains in the 
bosoms of his friends and his colleagues, act from 
feelings and arguments, such as those he now ad- 
vances? 
When we receive an injury and resist it—if we 


from Massachusetts; and if that gentleman thought 
the national honor insulted, Mr. A. admired that 
spirit; but he denied that the occasion called for | 
it. We were not to drench the country with | 
oceans of blood, because the autocrat of our coun- 
try had a spirit which might become him. Mr. 


vidual, but to protect the interests of his constit- | 
uents and of the country at large. 

Mr. A. concluded by offering the following 
amendment to the amendment of Mr. Apams: 

Resolved, That in the just expectation that the 
Government of France will have made provision, 
or will make provision for carrying into effect the 
stipulations of the treaty of indemnity with that 
Government of the 4th of July, 1831, this House 
will forbear at the present time to adopt any 
measure in relation to that subject. 

Mr. PICKENS opposed both the resolutions 


was with ourselves. Hesaid he had listened with 
much pleasure and interest to his colleague, [Mr. 
| ArncneR,} and had been at a loss to determine 
| what was the conclusion, of which he several 
| times spoke, that he would cometo. He said he 
| understood him at last to come to the conclusion | get a kioody nose, our adversary is likely to get 
| that the treaty was not obligatory. For this he || one also. It is well for both to value this. Did 
| gives two reasons: first, that until the vote of the the gentleman read the debates in the French 
Chambers was had, making appropriations for’) Chambers? Are not the very same arguments 
the payment, the treaty was not final. Upon this put into our mouths there? If we refuse to de- 
point, he would say nothing. Hiscolleague [Mr. | fend our rights and bring the whole to a calcula- 
Parton} had answered to that fully—perfectly. | tion of dollars and cents, will not all nations deal 
with us accordingly? We have exacted from 
other nations payment and received it for similar 
injuries. We persuaded them we would enforce 
our claims to justice, and they believed it. If now, 
after all that, when it comes to the trial, and we 
have liquidated the claim and taken the bond, and 
payment is refused, we do not cause our rightato 


| Indeed, the gentleman’s argument on that point, 
if it proved anything, would prove that there was 
| no obligation on the part of the Government to | 
pay any ofiicer for services already rendered, until 
this House shall vote an appropriation. Secondly, 
my colleague thought we had been precipitate—too 
| hasty. What did he think was hasty? Rather, 
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be respected, what may we expect? Clearly that 
those who have been compelled to pay will say, 
you bullied us out of it, but when it came to the 
point with the French, you gave it up; therefore, 
tu be equal, you must pay us back with interest; 
if you do not, we will go on the high seas—we 
will shoot your ducks, we will burn your barns, 
aud do worse with you then the French would 
havedoue. Lie said he would repeat the question, 
shall we give up the money, Or insist on the pay- 
mentofit? This is no uncommon case, after 
dealing of twenty years’ standing, upon settlement 
and bond taken, if any thing is said about suit for 
the money, that the statute of limitation, usury, 
and gambling, extortion, or some other plea or 
bill of injuncuon is threatened. But the creditor 
has only to decide whether he will give up the 
debt or not. A man talks and shuffles with you for 
twenty-five years, and at last gives his bond— 
waits four or five years, and when you call on him 
for the money, proposes to setile again—draws 
some nice distinction, admitting the obligation of 
treaties and bonds, and the authorities of agents 
to make settlements, but denying the obligation 
to pay the money. Sir, is not this trifling with a 
men? Sir, (said Mr. B.,) no more negotiation 
about thisdebt. I had rather give it up—the debt 
—than negouate again. Sir, when that same 
France was ground into the dust (justly or un- 
justly) for peace sake—for love’s sake—for grati- 
tude—for past kindness, if not friendship—we 
forebore, and said to her, ‘* We will not press you 
now; others we will compel to pay, (we said by 
our actions,) but you, we will not urge just now; 
we will settle with you in your own time.”’ And 
she had settled in her own time—taken her own 
time of payment. Much was said in those debates 
in the French Chamber of Deputies about friend- 
ship and gratitude, &c. They seem to think that 
the fable of the husbandman and viper would 
apply tous. He had found a viper frozen, and 
took him to his bosom, and warmed him into 
life; the ungrateful viper then bit his benefactor. 
They spoke of us as foundlings—as some child 
that has been cast away by ite mother—or, being 
lost, they had found it! 
Chamber, and we sit here. I wish to have no 
words of abuse with them. I, like my colleague, 


Sir, they sit in their | 
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] just as much to do with you as suits our inclina-|| Before he proceeded to reply to the gen 


tions, and no more than wecan well avoid—this 


might be thought the most independent course by | 
| all the world. i know but one objection to this. The | 
| claim did not originate in contract, but in violence, 


and for peace, love, gratitude, and friendship, we 


have agreed to take money as a satisfaction. | 
| have no idea that such will be the course, and do 


not mean to advise it, nor do I much fear that war 


| will be the consequence of insisting on a compli- | 
ance with the treaty. 
| question we have to respond to, is the question | 
| before stated, 
| I think any of the resolutions answer sufficiently || 
except those of my colleague, [Mr. Arcuer,] who | 
| seems to think we could make something by a | 
| hew settlement. 
| will not ry 


I think the only material 


Will we give up the money or not? 


I cannot agree to that. If they 
with this settlement, they would 
not certainly if we brought them more in debt. 

I like rather the resolutions of the highly es- 


teemed and very distinguished gentleman from || 
| Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams.}] I have no objec- 
tion even to his second resolution—to give the 
| President discretion to negotiate further with 
France, if he should think the honor of the nation || 
would not be inany manner compromitted or sac- | 


rificed. If we do not think the President has 


war. It seems admitted by all, unless it might be 


_ the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, || 
that we ought to have some means in peace to || 
This | 
| second resolution, therefore, seems distinctly to | 
say to all the world, that however we may differ 

in degree of personal regard for, or confidence in, || 

the President, still he is our President, and we | 


preserve peace, and in war to make peace. 


mean to sustain our own honor and our own in- 
stitutions, through him, the only constitutional 
organ for that purpose. Let France see she has no 
ground to hope to profit by our party divisions. 


In saying this, and agreeing to tis resolution, | 
| I cannot feel what my colleague (Mr. Arcuer,] 


says we must feel—crouching, yielding, bending 


|| had been stated that Mr. Rives was 
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~ Ueman 
from Virginia, he would explain as to the resolu- 


tion proposed by the committee. That part of it 
relating to negotiation, he had not proposed—on 
the other hand, he had himseif doubis of the pro- 
priety of interfering with the duties of the Exec. 
utive. But there were members who would not 
vote for the resolution without that portion relating 
to further negotiation; and as the minority of the 
committee would not vote with him for a modif- 
cation, he was compelled to report that or none. 
He hoped, however, that in the House we should 


| have better success. 


The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. ARcuHER,] 
and he believed the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr, Picxens,| had both alluded to the right 
of the Chamber to refuse the appropriation. It 
} perfectly 
aware, when making the treaty, that the question 
must be submitted to the Chamber, and that, 
therefore, it could not be complete till it had re- 


| ceived its sanction. 


On this point, very great injustice had been 


done that distinguished gentleman, (Mr. Rives,] 


not only here but elsewhere. In a document laid 
upon our tables—a document to which he was not 


| permitted otherwise to refer—be meant the Report 
acted with entire prudence, (and I am not unwill- | 
ing to admit that I think he has not,) and if some | 
of us do not love him as well as we might, and | 
have not all the confidence that others have, still | 
he is the only organ through which we can con- | 
stitutionally treat with any nation, in peace or || 


of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen- 
ate—manifest injustice had been done to our late 
Minister to France. In that report, it is stated 
that Mr. Rives was aware that the treaty must be 
submitted to the Chamber; and to sustain that 
position, the report quotes from Mr. R.’s letter to 
the Secretary of State, detailing aconversation with 
the French Minister, that portion of it relating to 
what the letter said upon thissubject. But by an 
extraordinary oversight, the committee had sup- 
pressed the next paragraph in the same letter—a 
suppression which had been most successfully ex- 
posed by an opposition editor. 

In that suppressed paragraph, Mr. Rives says 
to the Secretary of State, that in reply to the 
French Minister, he repelled the idea that the 
Chamber had anything to do with the treaty- 
making power; that that power, by the French 
Constitution, was in the King exclusively, and 
thas the French Minister assented to the propriety 
of his suggestions. It is (said Mré C.) extraor- 


[Mr. Arncnen,] do notlike to hear abuse, or togive 


on || the knee, to the President—or to the French | 
it. I wish you distinctly, Mr. Chairman, to un- 


dinary, sir, that so pregnant a paragraph should 
Chambers, which seems to me to be more plau- || 


have escaped the attention of the committee of the 
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derstand that I do not deal in abuse towards any 
individual, or any nation. I want to hear no 
abuse; and | have heard full as much praise of 
foreign nations as | want to hear. As much has 
been said about love, and affection, and gratitude, 
and obligations, too, between us and the French, 
as there is any truth in. I want to hear no more 
about love, and friendship, and gratitude. All I 
want to hear, and, I am persuaded, all the nation 
wishes to hear at this time, is, whether we mean 
to hold on upon the treaty, or give it up entirely. 
If, then, we give it up, all is done. 
give itup, what follows? Idonotknow. That 
is the point before us. It is not what the French 
wish to know, or have the right to require us to 
tellthem. With the greatest possible respect for 
the feelings and opinions of others, | think it is 
pusillanimous to be always settling, settling, and 
resetting. 

{ do not think it would be dishonorable to give 
up the debt. I never heard that it was humilia- 
ting to give up adebt. Thecreditorhas the right, 
and no one has the right to complain but the debt- 
or; and | never heard of his taking exceptions. 
But it is childish to be always settling and unset- 
tling and threatening. 
whole, if it be as the gentleman supposes, ten 


times as much, than be always disputing and || 
Perhaps the most dignified | 


quarreling about it. 


| sible. 


| be taken, is for after consideration. 
| time to deliberate or act on it now. 


If we do not || 


| in relation to the Chief Magistrate. 


I would rather give up the | 


to be paid, and that we will take our own time and 


| means to obtain it, seems to me to be neither 
| yielding, nor submitting, norcrouching, to France, | 


or the President, or any body in the world. 
Whether the advice given by the President wiil 
We have no 
Whether his 


| message has been prudent or imprudent, wise or 


unwise, will be determined, like most other things, 
by the event. Obstinacy, if the thing turn out 
well, would be firmness; if it turned out ill, it 


| would still be called obstinacy. That which would 
| be rashness if it turned out ill, would be boldness, 
| nay, wisdom itself, if the event be fortunate. No, 
| sir, (said Mr. B.,) I feel not crouching or humilia- 


| h ve no severe strictures to make, nor do | think 
| it necessary to add any thing to what the gentle- 
/man from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] has said 


r. Chair- 
man, I have said at least four times as much as I 
at first intended, and will ask pardon of the com- 


| mittee for having detained them so long, and say 
no more. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG said that at the commence- 
ment of the debate he had, to avoid discussion, 
stated, that if we were to remain at peace with 
France, he thought the less we said upon the sub- 


Simply to say, we will expect the money || 


Senate, following as it did the passage quoted in 
their report. Mr. Rives never disputed the power 
| of the Chamber to reject an appropriation, but the 
right of the Chamber is another question. If it be 
aright, sir, it is one never to be exercised but in 
| the case of a gross and palpable usurpation on the 
| part of the King. It is one never to be exercised 
on a paltry question of a few millions of francs, 
_ but.only in great emergencies, involving the ques- 
| tion of peace or war. If it be inany sensearight 
| [ trust it is one which will never be enforced in 
| this House; for it is at best but a right to violate 
| the public faith, and to abrogate the solemn obli- 
| gations ofa treaty; aright to disgrace your coun- 
| try. 
The gentleman from Virginia thought it extraor- 


| of claims. In all the history of wars he had never 
known one for a cause like this. I had not ex- 
| pected such a declaration from a gentleman of his 


intelligence. (Mr. A. did not mean to be so un- 


peer What, sir, was our war, which we 


made, though not declared, against France in 
| 1798—was it not for her depredations on our com- 
merce? What was the war against England in 
1812, but for her captures under her orders in 
| council? If we make war for spoliations on our 
| commerce, are we not authorized to do so, when, 
| after five and twenty years negotiation, a treaty 


position we could assume would be to give it up, 
and pay the private claims to that amount. It is 
certainly the cheapest. If the nation is willing | 
should be willing; I believe my constituents would 
be. I believe they know the wisdom and neces- 
sity of atiending to their interest as well as their 
honor. But I believe they would be willing if all 
were willing, togive up the claim rather than break 
the peace between the two countries. Perhaps if || further debate, but for the extraordinary argu- | 
we were to return them their bond, and say we || ments of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. | 
have been settling for twenty-five years, and you || Arncner,] who had addressed the House atlength, || 
now refuse to pay after settling even one tenth of || and which rendered a reply indispensably neces- 
what you really owed us; we will hereafter have || sary. 


ject the better. He sincerely hoped and expected 


| founded upon such wrongs, is violated >—wrongs, 
that the relations between the two countries would 


| too, which would have compelled us to Ineet the 
not be disturbed; but gentlemen had discussed the || decrees of France with a declaration of war, had 
question as if we were now on the eve of war. || we not been, in 1812, forced to decide whether 
Before he sat down, he should propose some 1 we should declare war against France or England, 
| modifications of the resolutions which he hoped || for both had violated our national rights, and the 
would meet the concurrence of the House on all | law of nations. France had not only violated 


| sides. He would cheerfully submit them without || public law, but the obligations of the treaty of 


| 
| 
| 
| 
tien for myself or my country, in this course. I dinary that we should goto wars upon a question 


The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Ancner]} 
has given us a fallacious argument to alarm our 
| fears of the consequences to result from encounter- 
ing so formidable a naval power as France is at 





